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Foreword 


To live IS to move We cannot live without moving Some 
forms of life seems almost motionless, but with man move- 
ment has become essential and habitual We take motion 
for granted 

On reflection, movement seems a good deal like 
breathing another necessary, commonplace act ^Vho 
thinks about breathing? The air is all about us, odorless, 
tasteless, invisible yet indispensable Awake or asleep, at 
play or at \\ork, we inhale and exhale continuously, auto 
matically It is true we can feel the air, hear the wind, 
smell the smog, see the dust flying or the cloud borne 
moisture But most of us only start worrying when over- 
exertion leaves us gasping, or emphysema sets in, or the 
hurricane warnings are up, or the air becomes almost too 
polluted to breathe Ordinarily we give the complex, life- 
sustaining process of breathing hardly a thought All we 
know IS that we cannot stop 

And so in a way it is with moving Movement is the 
precondition to action, the breath of social animation, the 
quite visible yet rarely noticed act that makes possible 
most of the performances of man Though we can some- 
times do something about it, we cant do without it We 
take it for granted but can’t slop There seem to be almost 
as many reasons for moving as for hving, including the 
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penalty; if this spatial respiration is arrested, we begin 
to suffocate. A society wthout movement is like a man 
without breatli: soon dead. 

Moving has, and has had, it seems to me, some neg- 
lected and deeper meanings for modem society, and espe- 
cially for us Americans. For if all men have the ability to 
move, and many the opportunity, not all have developed 
the proclivit)' — the desire and habit of movement — and 
few if any societies have absorbed spatial mobility as pro- 
foundly into their way of life as we have done in this 
country. 

What movement has meant in the creation of Ameri- 
can civiU7a.tion, and in the formation of our national char- 
acter, will be the theme of this book. 
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If movement seems to a degree inevitable, and a common- 
place of human existence, it has not gone entirely un- 
noticed In fact, many of the causes and consequences 
and characteristics of spatial mobility have been identified 
and descnbed (some of them over and over again) by 
thoughtful observers ever since the record of human ex- 
penences was first captured in folklore and writing Yet 
not until recently have scholars given systematic attention 
to the subject It follows that most of the ideas here ex- 
pressed have been anticipated — ^they may even seem com- 
monplaces — ^yet perhaps never have they been brought 
together into a coherent and meaningful whole 

My debts, mevitably, are more than can possibly be 
acknowledged Yet I should like to pay tribute to some 
seminal thinkers First of all, I owe my interest m the sub- 
ject, and much of the deeper illumination, to Alexis de 
Tocqueville and his masterful study of Amencan democ- 
racy m the I830’s Next, a fascination with Frederick 
Jackson Turner’s “frontier hypothesis” but a growing dis- 
satisfaction with his matenahsm — ^particularly with his 
concentration on ‘ free land ’ as the explanation or causal 
factor m Amencanization — drove me to try to disentangle 
the discordant bundle of his ideas and shift the focus 
toward the hctor of spatial amhiht)' instead Meamvhile, 
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the broad cultural-anthropological approach of Ralph H. 
Gabriel, as he propounded it in the Yale Graduate School, 
opened wider horizons. And a small and too little noticed 
book of essays by Dixon Ryan Fox on Ideas in Motion 
(19:35) confirmed and strengthened my interest. 

Since 1940 my readings have been diverse and mis- 
cellaneous. But I should like to aeknowledge particularly 
my debts to the pertinent writings of E. G. Ravenstein, 
Pitirim Sorokin, Rudolf Heberle, Andre Maurois, and John 
Steinbeck — and to the discourse as well as the writings of 
Ellsworth Huntington, Frank Thistlethwaite, Franklin D. 
Scott, and Everett S. Lee — each to be quoted and cited 
repeatedly in this study." 


During three decades of preoccupation with other 
iiistorical concerns and publications, my sideline mono- 
mania about motion has inevitably come to the attention 
ft colleagues and friends; and the number who have aided 
me with coinments and suggestions, books, articles, and 
fs rative clippings is almost past counting. If I mention 
1 only the great help of C. Vann Woodward, Guy S. 

of my 

to all. ’ " ' "’'“"'ioislood. My thanks go 


ami llif American Cl r Historical Review, 

the .spbrneTZhr 1 

gomting me permissionT^^ ^ ^ tlieme, and now for 
li‘hfd. such use w'lt "^‘'^tenals they first pub- 
ptaev. ackmowlcdged in its proper 


i ■ 


"H-f. 

.1 1 

.1 , 

• ■ I V 

.-j 


fj " iv^rd-s 

"f Strangers. Neither Mr. 
>■' ••'rprt-i,ria(e ^ tyeing 

1 ^«t.c-s,nh,s striding interpretation 



THE AiOVING AMERICAN 




“Americans Are 
Always Moving On . . 

A key to some pecuJjanties 
in our national character^ 


Each people has its secrets, and its figures of mystery In 
recent years I have been led to think more and more about 
one of the most ubiquitous but enigmatic characters of 
American history I call him The Moving American ’ And 
the better one gets to know him the more secrets he seems 
to confide, the more answers to the great riddle of our na 
tional character 

What are Americans? Europeans at one remove? For 
almost four centuries those Old World peoples have been 
colonizing our shores, sending us their sons and daugh 
ters their arts and sciences, their ideas and their preju 
dices Yet for Europeans from the beginning even as for 
the nonwestem world today, we remain the unknown 
quantity, the number one puzzle The power of our econ 
omy is no longer a secret, but to our cousins of Europe it 
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has seemed power in the hands of children. Where we 
boast a practical know-how, they have seen us as dollar- 
cliasers, materialistic, .money-crazy. We have taken pride 
in our democracy, but they notice chiefly its shortcomings 
our color prejudices, our spectacular divorce rates, our 
lurid crimes of violence. To a Frenchman all Americans 


are wealthy; yet culturally we strike him as discouragingly 
middle-class, crude, and vulgar. In particular, we are said 
to lack the attributes of the highest civilization, for com- 
pared to the parent societies of Europe ours is and has 
)een an unartistic, anti-intellectual, arid astonishingly 
er minded nation. The optimism of America has been 
nmista 'able, and our idealism and generosity are freely 
u absence of an appreciation of 

naiVp T humanitarianism often seems too 

crabl’o volatile, ex- 

to conlcmnh ’ “"''“'’“‘O'y- It troubles the world 

in thougliU'ee' ” tnass-minded and conformist 

.vet so unnredict'ililo • r conservative m many ways 
*■' tangle of coiUradicLr? 

"'•cugh: Uncle Shylock Ld 1 '"'J'Ses have been sharp 
babbitt of Main sLet and th preacher, 
t'Ove, Chicago gangster, v Holly^vood Goddess of 
^‘"gincers; but how make or bespectacled 

tional character? I sugge.*i* ^ ^ 

v.-oukl be clearer if 'I f American character 

Think of ilic Mauflowrr „ Moving American. 

‘ P'-vh( eI,r or a Stra/ocruiser Vt "^^ooner, a pad- 

as explorers, empire 

■' and are still tot "S ^''^r since. In 

”'oday the most mobile peo- 
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pie on the face of the eardi Foreign travelers have sensei 
it Our census takers have proved it Our poets have mad 
it their song 

The first great tide flowed West ‘Westward th 
Course of Empire takes its way,” prophesied Bisho] 
Berkeley “Westward the Star of Empire takes its way, 
agreed jfohn Quincy Adams “They play at leap frog witl 
their lands,” confessed a startled colonial observer ^ Th 
settlers, reported Governor Dunmore, “acquire no attach 
ment to Place But wandering about Seems engrafted ii 
their Nature, and it is a weakness incident to it, that the 
should for ever imagine the Lands further off, are Still bel 
ter than those upon which they have already Settled ” 
“Amencans are the Western Pilgnms,” wrote the perceiv 
mg Crevecoeur — and from the Revolution to the Civi 
War all our pocket compasses continued to point West 
“Go West, young man, and grow up with the country, 
advised Horace Greeley “loway — that's where the tal 
com grows ” We are “a bivouac rather than a nation, 
tmmpeted an observer in the 1860’s, “a grand army mov 
mg from the Atlantic to the Pacific, and pitching tents b 
the way”’ Still into the twentieth century — ^"America i 
west and the wind blowing ’ sings Archibald MacLeish 
But if you would really like to remind a European 
read him the opening lines of the epic that Stephen Vm 
cent Benet began but unfortunately did not live to finish 
Symbobcally he called it ‘ Western Star” 

Amencans are always moving on 
It’s an old Spamsh custom gone astray, 

A sort of English fever, I believe, 

Or just a mere desire to lake French leave, 

I couldn’t say I couldn’t really say 

But, when the whistle blows, they go away 

Sometimes there never was a whistle bloNvn, 


the moving AMERICAN 

But they don’t cate, for they can blow their own 
Whistles of willow-stick and rabbit-bone, 
Quail-calling through the rain 
A dozen tunes but only one refrain, 

"Wc don’t know where we’re going, but wer 

way.” 


Americans, what arc Americans? 

I went downtown as 1 had done before. 

1 took my girl to town 
To buy a calico gown, 

1 traded in my pelts at Offut’s store. 

And then, when I came back, the folks were gone, 
Warm ashes on the hearth, but nothing more. 

And, if you ask me just what made them go, 

And what they thought they’d get by going there, 
Why, you can ask the horses, or the Ford, 

11 aiding its gypsy children through the mud 
With the wr)' klaxon croaking ‘‘Going onl” 

And the tame rooster on the running-board. 

But I don't know — do not really know. 

1 think it must he something in the blood. 
Perhaps it’s only something in the air. 


Oh, paint your wagons with “Pike’s Peak or Bust!’ 
Pack up the fiddle, rosin up the bow. 

Vamoose, skedaddle, mosey, hit the gritl 
( \\ e pick our words, like nuggets, for the shine, 
/\nd, when.' they didn’t fit, wc make them fit, 
hittling a language out of birch and pine. ) 
e re oil for Califom-iay, 

WtTe off down the wild 0-hi-ol 
And m ery girl on Natchez Bluff 
V, ill ( ry as we go hy-ol 
S ' wlru the gospel train pulls out 
Ai.d Cod calls “All Almard'.” 

V. dl you 1 h- there with the Urd, brother, 

i.l you 1h: there with the Lord? 
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Yes, 1 11 be there, 

Oh, ril be there, 

1 11 have crossed that roibng nver in the momingl * 

How many Amencans actually crossed the Missis- 
sippi? We cannot count them exactly, for some who were 
later found in that land “where seldom is heard a discour- 
agmg word” must have been bom there Still, as late as 
1930 the census figures indicated that three times as many 
persons who had been bom east of the Mississippi were 
living west of it as had been bom west and were then hv- 
ing east a net dram from the East of five milhon souls 
Remembering such figures, one is mchned to agree \vith 
the historian who declared that “the most persistent theme 
in American history is the westward march of the Amen* 
can people ” 

But notice also a second and rival movement town* 
ward, city-ward, to the great centers Competing with the 
great open spaces were the great closed places, those new 
magnets called New York, Pittsburgh, Cincinnati, St 
Louis, Chicago As far back as 1790, the little seaboard 
towns had started to grow at a faster rate than the rest of 
the country By 1870, the nations 150 cities were actually 
attracting a larger number of newcomers than the rural 
regions Before 1930, our population had become predom- 
inantly urban Going to town became the new Amencan 
definition of success And today four out of every five 
Americans live m a city 

But there has abo been a third and even greater 
movement than these two Without ever reaching the 
frontier, or landing in Detroit, San Francisco, or New Or- 
leans, Amencans have moved and have kept moving 
from farm to farm, from state to state, from town to town, 
back and forth, from ]ob to job, around and around There 
is a fever in our blood We have itching feet Here today 
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and gone tomorrow. Let’s go. ’Sense our dust. Fill ’er up. 
Freewheeling. Howdy, stranger. 

As carl)^ as 1831, Alexis de Tocqueville was stunned 
l)y the sheer restlessness of Jacksonian America. After 
moving to America, the German Francis Lieber declared 
he felt all the time as if tied to the wing of a windmill. He 
deduced that there were stationary nations and moving 
nations, and that movement had become the American 
historical task. Said the South American statesman Sar- 


miento: If God were suddenly to call the world to judg- 
ment He would surprise two-thirds of the American popu- 
lation on the road like ants. ’ ^ Giant hotels became an 
American phenomenon. Steamboats were floating hotels. 

ter the Ci\ il War came the parlor car and the sleeper. 
‘Next, the automobile “restated the national principle”— 
and soon there wasn’t anything Americans wouldn’t do on 

icans 'rrf l’ ^ propagate the race. The Amer- 
th'e automolV^” Ai “make the love in 

‘1‘oaler^s and"'""!" "'^^^aurants, drive-in 

-nc dinpels oilUodTTnVSr*?' 

■K TO had hotels before. ’ ' ™ ^ 

"'w«dsa,Klca,ncldrivc«"A'gv' "‘ 7 - °i*” 

‘■^*'>sus takers that, after f testimony of the 

I'-em found in stales where people 

; 
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has risen to about one m three, and this takes no account 
of those who went home the jear before, or who have re- 
moved more than once, or who have moved around in the 
same state ’’ 

Some people have moved so much they have lost all 
touch “I Wish I Could Remember,” sang Stephen Lea 
cock 


I wish I could remember 
The house where I was bom 
And the little window where perhaps 
The sun peeped in at mom 

But father can’t remember 

And mother can t recall 

Where they lived in that December— 

If it was a house at all 

It may have been a boarding house 
Or family hotel. 

A flat or else a tenement. 

It’s very hard to tell 

There is only one thing certain from 
my quesbomng as yet, 

Wherever I was bom it was a matter of regret * 

Remember when October 1 was moving day? Today 
all the days of the year hardly suffice for the moves we 
wish to make Three hundred and fifty years ago we took 
to the woods Today we knock around the world The 
habit of moving is in our blood 

But why? 

’The answer has seemed simple, m fact of negligible 
importance For migration, after all, has been merely a 
means, a neutral connecting Imk, the empty corridor down 
which the pilgrim has passed to his goal I agree that mi- 
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gration did begin as a method — a device — ^not as an end in 
itself but as a means to other ends. Yet these ends deserve 
examination. So, too, does the connecting link. Let me try 
here to make just a beginning. 

Wliat ends has migration served, beside tlie grand 
conquest of the continent? First, whether we like it or not, 
we must face the fact that to a certain degree the New 
World has served as the dumping ground for the Old. No 
sooner had the beachheads been established than England 
began shipping out her misfits and her undesirables: such 
undesirables as her heretics and her rebels, such misfits as 
her criminals and unemployed. Nor did this flow cease 
with the Revolution. For the backwoods and the whole 
West then ser\'ed as refuse dumps for the East. Thus, on 
e\ or) frontier were to be found not only gamblers and ad- 
\enturers but also a shiftless and criminal scum: mur- 

toughs— what Crevecoeur 
^ parts of our society.” He who had 

new lintr ’ skipped to America,” was soon in the 

would ifr Texas and presently the vigilantes 

of town been escorted out 

-P - the Los 

brought many undestabks.™ “ 

“overoen" of"'™™ 1““’ “uT “ ™'- 

variety of individmlc ? l^now, for a great 

some kind of t\Tannv T offered escape from 

*ar>- service, or^ political Persecution, or mili- 

nalion-all of economic discrimi- 

aod the great West aftenvarT.'^fl.^l^"^^ as Pennsylvania, 
of the downtrodden^To^I the 

i has offered one lonrr ■ ^ ^PP^essed of Europe, 

Ip-rnations. ^enes of Emancipation PrL- 

w 
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Still a third army of immigrants was motivated by 
an ambiguous mixture of moralities For this lesser but still 
considerable number, the flight to America was inspired 
rather by the desire to escape from one’s own errors and 
failures, from debts one couldn't pay, from a reputation 
too bad to live down, from an atmosphere that seemed 
poisoned and hopeless, from obligations one was unwilling 
to meet By crossing the Atlantic one might escape one’s 
neighbors — and even oneself In Virginia, past mistakes 
would be forgiven — and with a second move, even a New 
England Puritan might be able to leave behind his sense of 
onginal sin So America became also the hope of failures, a 
hiding place, or the land of the second chance In Ohio 
one could start over, in CaUforma find a new faith Even 
today not a httle interstate migration seems inspired by 
the state tax collectors, or an uiAappy marriage, or a fail- 
ure m business, or emotional frustration, or the metropol- 
itan police 

Still another powerful motive for flight was dissatis- 
faction with the progress of Europe Because that progress 
was too slow-— or because it was too fast America appealed 
to radicals and missionanes and Utopians and reformers of 
all stripes, for here one might build a new and better soci- 
ety, and shake off the dead hand of the past The dead 
hand of the past but its very live grasp, too For in some 
ways and to some people old Europe was entirely too 
lively, too demanding in its intellectual standards, too 
powerfully full of improvement or change On the fron- 
tiers a man might be allowed to stay what he was The 
peasants of the Continent, in an industriah2mg century, 
could go either to the new cities of Europe or to farms in 
the New World — and the short walk in to town often 
seemed the harder journey Occupationally considered, 
the wesbvard movement was in part a conservative drift I 
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them failed at once there was trouble What was it made 
the despair of the 1930s? The fact that suddenly all the 
escalators stopped at once, and for the first time m our 
history, for “Okie” and factory hand alike, there was no 
place to go Mobility has been the lubricant m our society 
our fluid dnve 





THROUGH HISTORY WITH J WTSLEY SMITH 
"But Mr Greeley — ’I Uce it here in the East’” 

— The Saturday Review, September 28, 1946 
By Burr Shafer 

Copyright 1946 by The Saturday Review As 
sociates, Inc 

It remains to notice one more important cause of 
movement To a degree we have always moved but today 
perhaps more than ever for sheer excitement and pleasure 
Dnving has become "the country s favonte outdoor recrea- 
tion ” In these United States the honeymoon is a natural 
Travel is packaged Tounsts support a multi billion dollar 
industry In Eisenhowers first year m the presidency, it 
was estimated that 72 milhon Americans (one-half our 
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total population) were spending at least part of tbeir vaca- 
tion on trips or on the road. By 1966, just in automobiles 
alone, we covered the equivalent of some 2 million round 
taps to the moon, or 39 million trips around the world. And 
m 19/1, by A.A.A. calculations, a total of 110 million peo- 
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statesmen made the journey With insigmficant exceptions 
the highest ranks, the highest professions, the men of 
highest learning and highest crafts and skills all stayed at 
home And so did their arts and way of life their leisure- 
class culture Why? Well, the upper classes were already 
successful at home and could hardly hope to better them- 
selves m a wilderness And who came mstead? A small 
army of Puntans, to whom their austere faith was more 
'important than all the arts and refinements of hfe Also a 
vast swarm out of the lower middle classes, to whom the 
arts of leisure were suspect, and the chance to better 
themselves economically meant everything So if Ameri- 
can society started and remained matenalistic, it was not 
just because of the wealth of this continent but because 
for three hundred years we drew far less than our share of 
cultivated folk and far more than our share of materjalists 
out of Europe The unbalanced society 

If Americans proved themselves astonishingly anti- 
mtellectual, and unmusical and unartistic, it wasn’t just 
because they had to lead a hand to mouth existence and 
didn’t have time, but because, with certain honorable ex- 
ceptions, our forefathers were people who even before 
they took ship had paid no attention to the things of the 
mind and had given mighty small time to the arts There 
were exceptions, but I diink this generahzation will stand 
As the generations passed, of course, the new societies 
struggled to replace the missingelements with the aid of a 
home-grown trading and planter aristocracy, which in the 
eighteenth century did begin to patronize the arts But 
first the Revolution drove out the Tones, and then the 
Louisiana Purchase and the Jacksonian revolution pulled 
the rug of authonty out from under the feet of the cul 
tured classes of the seaboard In effect, it has been<he ease 
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of escape, the wealth of new occupations, and the rapidity 
of change which have again and again postponed the es- 
tablishment of an American aristocracy. Lacking a settled 
elite with an organic tradition, yet a little uneasy on that 
account, we have accordingly been driven to borrow; and 
in the nineteenth century we distinguished ourselves as 
the greatest style thieves of modern times. Even in the 
field of building, where we ought to have excelled, we 
abandoned our Georgian inheritance to rush into one re-' 
vival movement after another, to keep up with the Joneses. 
In the field of literature, I believe it was the Bostonians 
rmvT^i ^ exploited the discovery that to bor- 

in elevating 

lurate v rl' r‘7 'r Unfor 
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ho in it's having T 
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Not to be overlooked, ako, are certain psychological 
effects of the moving process * These exiles had to ship 
hght, and on their rough journeys, like as not, they lost 
still more baggage overboard The result, intentionally or 
not, was a tremendous destruction of culture Yet they 
could not bring themselves to part with everything they 
had known Even the most careless clung to one or two 
shreds of their past, and the purposeful clung with such 
purpose that they achieved an intenser faith On these 
empty coasts, what they had struggled so hard to save 
came to seem still more important than it had at home It 
expanded into the vacuum of their hves They would 
never give it up Thus our New World communities, so 
scornful of their inheritance in many ways became m 
some particulars quite astonishingly conservative Watch 
ing how the New England saints tried to build a whole 
civihzation on the Bible, or how the Pennsylvania Ger 
mans struggled to preserve their farming and their arts, 
one suddenly grasps a secret, a key to one of the contradic 
tions that so puzzle our friends in Europe From their ex 
penence, Amencans cannot help being in some things 
completely expenmental, m others just exactly the cppo 
site 

Again the repetition of movement, and especially the 
forming of new communities out of strangers and chance 
arrivals, without prior knowledge of each other, creden 
tials of status, or established reputations, operated to 
make these communities a good deal more egalitarian 
than they might otherwise have been As a fnend of mine 

• The psychological causes and consequences of mobility provide a 
haunting theme which will be pursued in the folklore and slang of the 
western tradition ( ch 3) in discussions of nomadism and of mobile homes 
(chs 4 and 5) in my analysis of the iiubtubonal and social consequences 
of our restlessness (chs 6 and 7} and m the concluding explanations and 
theoretical interpretations (chs 8 8 and 10} 
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once observed, our frontier democracy was a democracy 
of circumstance and mixture as well as of conviction. It 
followed that after these conglomerations had a chance to 
sort themselves out a little, things no longer looked quite 
the same; and out of the democratic wilderness came mo- 
nopohsts, ruling families, and company towns. Perhaps this 
will help us to understand the later Middle West, in its 
vagaries and deviations from the egalitarian ideal. 

finally we should begin to pay attention to the psy- 
chological almost neurotic aftereffects of having to iour- 
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Comparative 
Mobility — 

Some Old World customs, 
gone American 


Americans are unstable? Obviously But not alone Wan- 
dering is no American monopoly, no New World novelty 
Immemonally, man has been an outcast and a wanderer 
Since the Garden of Eden the descendants of Adam and 
Eve have found themselves repeatedly on the road Abra 
ham and Moses, King David and the Old Testament 
prophets learned about exile The Greeks had their Ar- 
gonauts, Homer sang the wanderings of the ever-restless 
Odysseus And even the soil bound medieval peasantry 
would not be without experience of pilgnms or Vikmg 
rovers or tales of the Wandering Jew 

The first focus of our inquiry will therefore be on 
lateral or spatial movement as it has been known by west- 
ern man since the Cro-Magnon dawn How does Amencan 
mobility look against the honzons of human expenence^ 
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been developed into a fantastic network of intelligence. 
No society m history has been so stitched together with 
information. And no citizens have ever been so assaulted 
by words. To the European, our advertising inevitably 
«)mes as a shock But let him watch a typical commuter as 
he dnves swiftly home at night-past a succession of giant 

insinuating, insistent 
Tna\ } bigh-pressure radio commercial — and it 
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hat the Parisians had to be advised to go by subway: 
Pour aller au Salon de VAuto, prenez le Metro.” " 

So Europe, too, has this restlessness, this mobility 
ever? Indeed Europe has long had it, much longer than 
ve. Europe has known mobility in all its forms, for hun- 
Ireds, even thousands of years. But we've had this motion 
ickness worse We've been the footloose folk — and the 
cars of the experience show on our people and our land, 
t has even warped our national psychology. 

So there I have restated my theme. My theme is that 
nobihty, as a cultural triumph or failure, is a human 
ichievement — not strictly American. In all its varieties 
ind consequences mobility was known to, or invented by, 
Europeans long before this country was settled Yet no- 
.vhere has free movement been so unrestrained or gener- 

• A few years earlier 

"Fans esf vide, Pans est tmte . 

"Pans, ]us(^u*a dimancbe dernier, etait plein comme un oeuf . . 

"C’est nnl Pourquoi^ Parce que le Crand Palais a femvl ses 
portes 'Un seui salon nous quitte et tout est depeupIeT . . un seuP 
Pardon le seuI, le salon de I'Auto 'Le Salon,' quoil ' 


jours” — Frank Bndel, "L’Automobilisme, religion franfaise,” Cazette 
de Lausanne, 22, 23 octobre 1955 

A few years later, in reporting on the yearly Salon de I'Auto, U P I 
(juoted one French women’s magazine as saying that all French house- 
holds Were now families of three "the husband, the wife— and the auto- 
mobile" ("Cherchez la femme — she’s got wheels," New Haven Register, 
Oct 29, 1962) And two years after that, the great sit-in strike was 
6naIIy broken, in part apparently because the stnkers made the mistake 
of stopping the distnbution of gasohne 'There followed a wild parade of 
honking cars careenmg through the boulevanls — "La kermesse aux klax- 
ons,” Le Monde, 2-3 jum 1984 

I am indebted for these and other tell tale omens to Guy S Metraux, 
editor of the Journal of World History The reader may be entertained 
also by Clona Emerson, "French and Cars It has 'to be lo^e," The Hew 
Yoffc Times, May 21, 1967 


23 


the moving AMERICAN 

%’'ng/roni New Haven toTiSe r airplane 

“d was prompHy 

'''wafthesametime at« r 

™''“ad tl.at, out of n,ore th. ■■“S'>rchers dis- 

wI.om tl,ey " a thousand boys and girls 

^:ier:r r ^ 

-g moved five or mo"«"m« S"''’ 

r i'r “ “”etuse ^ >0 

Ch-'2“«-' ““^^’^^-■''^“‘on.ySO 

""■'«. and losf! raotor vehlS '™ °'' "«*t 

•'" ■'' '‘asle 0 ^ ' ho 'T Million 

’■cftitie day t}i, / ^ credit trnn^ trained em- 

figured out? ^‘'^ndle 4,000 on a 

'" " *gje year.= ° ''' ^“Montia] mobihW og 

.. “ '*^1 our aufnn, / ot 30 per cent 

'VC live in a St t 

£-'^25#:SH 

"'"‘''ted such traffic 



Comparaltve Mobility 

that the Parisians had to be advised to go by subway; 
“Pour aller au Salon de VAuto, prenez le Metro'’ * 

So Europe, too, has this restlessness, this mobility 
fever? Indeed Europe has long had it, much longer than 
we. Europe has known mobility in all its forms, for hun- 
dreds, even thousands of years. But we've had this motion 
sickness worse. WeVe been the footloose folk — and the 
scars of the experience show on our people and our land. 
It has even warped our national psycliology. 

So there I have restated my theme. My theme is that 
mobility, as a cultural triumph or failure, is a human 
achievement — ^not strictly American. In all its varieties 
and consequences mobility was known to, or invented by, 
Europeans long before this country was settled. Yet no- 
where has free movement been so unrestrained or gener- 

• A few years earlier 
"Pans est vide, Patij est tnste . 

"Pans, wsqu’4 dimanche dernier, efail plem comme un oeuf . . . 
"C'est nn{ Pourquoi’ Farce que le Urand Palais a ferm^ ses 
portes ‘ITn seul salon nous quiUe et tout est d^peuplel’ un seui? 
Pardon le seul, le salon de I'Aolo 'Le Salon,’ quoil ’ 

* L’aulomobilisme, c’ est Vinslrument des crands, le plaisir des 
eros, le besom des moyens et )e deslr des petits C'est aussi 1 erudition 
des pauvres C’est en tout cas Ja religion de toutc la France Voila 
pourquoi le Salon a eu un nullion cent soixante mille visiteurs en dix 
jours’’ — Frank Bndcl, "L’Automobilisme, religion fransaise," Gazette 
de Lausanne, 22, 23 octobre 1955 

A few years later, in reporhng on the yearly Salon de I’Auto, U P I 
quoted one French women’s magazine as saying that all French house- 
holds were now families of three ‘the husband, the wife — and the auto- 
mobile’’ (’’Cherchez la femme — she’s got wheels,’’ New Haven flegwter, 
Oct 29, 1962) And two years after that, the great sit-in strike was 
finally broken, in part apparently because the stnkers made the mistake 
of stopping the distnbutjon of gasoline There followed a wild parade of 
honking cars careening through the boulevards — ' La kermesse aui llax- 
ons," Le Monde, 2-3 jum 1984 

I am indebted for these and other tell-tale omens to Guy S Afetraux, 
editor of the Journal of World Htstory The reader may be entertained 
also by dona Emenon, "French and Cars It has to be lose," The New 
York Times, May 21, 1967 
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lem conquests or the Golden Horde, or it may be 
nted in what Scott calls the “sharp thin thrust," as 
i the Vikings, or the Spaniards in Mexico Conquest 
'als to soldiers and adventurers, but also to priests 
Crusaders belong to this class 

Resembling such armed migrations, but often with a 
idlier, more peaceful and beneficent intent, is Colom- 
m America was created by cohmzation from Europe 
the Europeans have practiced it elsewhere, and have 
it practiced on themselves, or have practiced it on 
i other 

A fourth and rather different kind of international mi 
ion has been deportation or Forced Mtgraiwn * the 
mg out of the heretics, the expulsion of the anstocrats 
1C French Revolution (the persecution of the Tones in 
), the exchange of minority groups between two sov- 
gn powers, and m more recent times the repatriation 
be Greeks or the pogroms against the Jews The slave 
e was a particularly flagrant species of forced migra- 
, in which both sides of the Atlantic shared And the 
i and women who were pushed out or earned off or 
ght and sold can hardly have seen this transport of hu- 
i livestock in just the same light as did the ambitious 
juerors or the hopeful colonists 
One might mention next what wc call Nomadism, or 
practice of perpetual motion, the constitutional inabil 
o settle down The imprisonment of small clusters of 
ale within a never-ending cycle of movement — as with 
desert fofk driving their hochs from oasis to oasis, or 
mysterious comings and goings of the Gypsies, or the 
onal circuit of the Mexican fruit pickers up and down 
West Coast — ^have been vanalions on this theme 
But there has been still a sixth major category of 
mational mobility, and for modem tunes far more im- 
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that it can best be studied, here that we can perhaps begin 
to understand what has been happening to us and what 

may in some degree happen to our friends in the wider 
world tomorrow. 

Ut us scrutinize the two halves of this proposition. 
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take advantage of an industry his fellow countrymen have 
already organized and pre empted and migrate with the 
Corrush miners to Pennsylvama, or become an Italian 
bootblack in New York, or sell flowers with his fellow 
Greeks But let us not forget that such occupational sys 
terns of movement had already been organized and long 
practiced m Europe As the distinguished English histo- 
rian Frank Thistlethwaite has pointed out,® the padroni 
system was already shipping workers about the Mediter- 
ranean before it attracted and organized its immigrants 
over here 

And there are many other things about European 
emigration that are worth American notice The “push" 
factors were European and were oiten stronger than the 
“pulls " With the decline of feudal localism, people were 
freed for moving With the agricultural revolution, the 
peasant was forced off the land With the industrialization 
of Europe, many farm folk simply had to move m to the 
factories or seek a free fann m the New World north or 
south So once again we are dnven to recognize the pnor- 
ities of Europe For essentially it was the modernization of 
the Continent (not the discovery of Amenca) that freed 
men from their bondage to place and invited or even 
forced them to move from the soil to the city, from prov- 
ince to province, from country to country, from the Old 
World to the New It was the breakup of the old order 
again that incited men to move up in society, to climb the 
social ladder, by changing occupations, and locations too 
As Lewis Mumford long since so cogently observed the 
romantic pioneer and the businessman, these were types 
that appeared m old Europe long before they made their 
conquest of Amenca We may almost all seem to be mid- 
\lle class in the United Stales, but we hardly invented the 
Nor even did the marginal man, the hobo and the 
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portant. This is Immigration and Emigration: the free, 
voluntary, private transfer of individuals, families, congre- 
gations, even villages or whole countrysides from one coun- 
try to another. Here the sending and receiving states are 
largely passive, and the initiatives rest in private hands. 
But these same initiatives derive from a kaleidoscope of 
experiences and spring from the widest range of human 
designs. Thus we know that a man may take ship for the 
iSew World, or leave Italy for France, or even move about 
\\ ithin the United Kingdom, because he is looking for ad- 
\ enture or change or something new — or because he is a 
student with something important to learn— or because he 
IS an expert with a professional skill to impart — or because 
lea 1 1 orces him to seek a better climate, or his doctor 

wants to rest his nerves and 
cancl P emotional batteries — or he may move be- 
iob m'lVT a stranger, or must get his first 

move mav active work. Moreover, the 

doing ioins"tkriT/’ 

grants who arc “h-^^ ^0"^pany of emigrants and immi- 

return home 

>he economic has' "ligralion. of course, 
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take advantage of an industry his fellow countrymen have 
already organized and pre cmpted and migrate with the 
Cornish miners to Pennsylvania, or become an Italian 
bootblack in New York, or sell flowers with his fellow 
Greeks But let us not forget that such occupational sys 
terns of movement had already been organized and long 
practiced in Europe As the distinguished English histo- 
rian Frank Thistlethwaite has pointed out,® the padroni 
system was already shipping workers about the Mediter- 
ranean before it attracted and organized its immigrants 
over here 

And there are many other things about European 
emigration that are worth Amencan notice The "push” 
factors were European and were often stronger than the 
"pulls ’ With the decline of feudal localism, people were 
freed for moving With the agricultural revolution, the 
peasant was forced off the land With the industrialization 
of Europe, many farm folk simply had to move m to the 
factories or seek a free farm in the New World north or 
south So once again we are driven to recognize the prior- 
ities of Europe For essentially it was the modernization of 
the Continent (not the discovery of America) that freed 
men from their bondage to place and invited or even 
forced them to move from the soil to the city, from prov- 
ince to province, from country to country, from the Old 
World to the New It was the breakup of the old order 
again that incited men to move up m society, to climb the 
social ladder, by changing occupations, and locations too 
As Lewis Mumford long since so cogently observed the 
romantic pioneer and the businessman, these were types 
that appeared in old Europe long before they made their 
conquest of America We may almost all seem to be mid- 
dle class m the Umted States, but we hardly invented the 
breed Nor even did the marginal man, the hobo and the 
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wobbly, the alienated personalities or the beatnik temper- 
aments, originate over here. The cities of Europe have 
long known these furtive folk. For drifters the quais and 
0 d qiiartiers of Paris have perennially served as resort. 

All of v/hich should remind us of still a seventh most 
important category, the Internal Migration which each of 
our nations has known. 
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Africa between them sent in the neighborhood of some 75 
million persons across the Atlantic, of whom more than 
half came to settle in the USA And only about one-third 
of these North Amencan settlers later returned home So 
the 25 million net migration to our shores did constitute 
the single largest, most spectacular, and most successful 
folk movement of the nineteenth century But it was not a 
new human experience It was not unique It did not equal 
m volume the cumulative movements going on elsewhere 
Let me say again all the kinds of mobility our immigrants 
practiced had long been known in Europe And I think it 
can or will be shown that most of the causes of their cross- 
ing the Atlantic were European, not American 

So if wo would inquire into human mobility, its 
ninety nine varieties and its group secrets, and if we be- 
come curious about the psychological or social incite- 
ments to restlessness and their spatial cures, it is to the 
Old World we may turn And it is in Europe that there is 
surely much to learn 

And)et 

And yet it is here, in America, that free mobihty can 
best be studied For not only was the whole American 
movement earned on within the honzon of visibibty and 
the time span of the written record, but it is here that mo 
bility has been most widely practiced, carried to its fur- 
thest extremes, even, as it were, housebroken and domes 
ticated We Americans have taken what I shall call the 
“M-Factor” into our lives, into our public institutions, into 
our pnvate and social psychology to such an extent that 
mobility has become an essential ingredient m the Ameri- 
can way of life Mobility has been and is something special 
here, something so different in degree as to approach a 
difference m kind Our comparisons \vith Europe must 
therefore be in part contrasts as well as hkenesses 
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1830, perhaps even as early as 1790, the elements of our 
society who actually saw the wilderness, or participated in 
the frontier experience, formed a declining percentage of 
our total population. From as far back as 1830, at least, 
more Americans moved to other destinations than to wil- 
derness frontiers And when those frontiers were gone 
they kept on moving, more regularly, more feverishly, 
more miscellaneously than ever before. So where the cen- 
sus figures of 1850 and 1870 had caught some 24 per cent 
of die population living m states where they had not been 
bom, and by 1900 that figure had dropped to 20.6 per 
cent, by 1930 it was back to 24 per cent, by 1950 to 26.5 
per cent, and by 1960 to 29 6 per cent.* Turner’s “frontier” 
w«'is the spectacular cutting edge of our westward move- 
ment It created a myth It confirmed the expectation and 
the habit of moving. But so did our cities. Then as now, 

* The estimates oi current mobility' vary slightly, but agree m cm- 
phaais Thus it is reiterated that 18-2IZ (or one out of every five persons 
over one year old— or one out of every five families) seem to move every 
year. The 1960 Census indicated that, out of 159 million persons five 
years of age or older, 75 million had changed residence since 1955 (an 
annual rate of 10* per year not counting repeaters) Of these 75 million, 
some 14 million (or 8 had moved to another county and a second 14 
million had moved to another stale If such were the returns for just five 
years, it staggers the imagination to contemplate how many will ulti- 
mately abandon the state of their birth before they die At the moment 
of wnting, all the returns from the 1970 Census were not m The "Cur- 
rent Population neports" of the Bureau of the Census (1971) showed 
that, between March 1969 and March 1970, out of a total population of 
199 milhon persons one year old and over in the United States, 36 5 irul- 
lion (or 184*) had moved, of whom 133 milhon had moved at least a 
coun^ awa_v (this in a single year} The annual Slatlsttcal Abstract of 
the Untied States shows that between 3 and 4% of the total population one 
jear or older have been moving across state lines every year, and F D 
Scott has noted that 40* of all Americans over the age of fifty now live in 
slates other than that of their birth 

For the census figures and other sample estimates, * 'f may 

consult recent issues of Staitsttcal Abstract of the Unt ^ also 

Population Bullettn, May 1964, and The Fconomist, Jan li 
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the interstate migrations were but a small fraction of the 
internal movement actually taking place. Statistical sam- 
plings of the most variegated character illustrate and con- 
firm these facts. And today our demographers assert with- 
out fear of contradiction that, residentially speaking, ours 
is the most mobile population of which we have reliable 
knowledge. 

But there are other witnesses, and have been since 


our national beginnings, to testify to this strange propen- 
sity. even peculiarity, of our nation. In the 1830’s Michael 
Chevalier Uiought that Americas “most suitable emblem 
^^ould be [not Andrew Jackson but] a locomotive engine 
or a steamboat. And, as we shall have opportunities to 
no ICC, oreign visitor after foreign visitor was struck, not 
f or mobile tendency of the Ameri- 
0 afltecting 

Ine to n ’ giving 

Andre Crevecoeur to Chevalier to 

Heberle (both Ger- 

cis J. Gruud to Charles ’DfckenTtTtr 

jiiumaUsIs and commentafo i' P^npatetic British 
or the ,r the 

'"e.n onehorcd^lo nhco o 

Our lovaltiK are? ^oattered 

iu)i lo birthplico nr 1 ° ^ ^^^actions and constitu- 
''-e a„ el” " inherited associa- 

Xu localiiv ncein ™ove again 

America,, San„ie„i„ 1" "I I" 1847 the 
'1 oatavamcrai liotcls andl,” '"h"’'' railroad- 





(^omparaUvc Mobmty 

True, the American people have known few persecu- 
tions or deportations, and almost no flights from famine.* 
But in the planting of new territories and colonies, in the 
cross-country pursuit of economic opportunity, in travel 
for curiosity or health or recreation, or in most of the kinds 
of free movement that Europe pioneered and has long 
known, we have had and still have no equals. Small won- 
der that the spatial pursuit of happiness in this headlong 
and disorderly way has generated some astonishing 
effects. 

But before venturing anything on the far-reaching 
consequences, let us ask: wiy? How did it happen that we 
became so footloose and fancy-free? What freed us to keep 
wandering? Here it seems to me we are on more diflicult 
ground. But perhaps a few tentative answers can be haz- 
arded. 

A first answer is surely that, for a number of reasons 
(as noted elsewhere), we attracted the mobile tempera- 
ments. Out of Europe came settlers who, by and large, 
were more willing to move. 

A second answer may be that the transatlantic pas- 
sage represented such a drastic cutting of ties — such a 
catastrophic abandonment and so difficult a return (psy- 
chologically as well as physically) — that the New ^Vorld 
Europeans became, as it were, permanently uprooted, with- 

• Yet one is tempted to recall the Dust Bowl "Okies" of the 1930’s, 
and the incredulous hoots of the European cinema-goers when The 
Crapes of Wrath showed the “destitute" Joad family migrating westward 
in a ear ! — as recalled by Frank Donovan in his entertaining Wheeb for 
a NaUott (New York, 1965, p 187) Donovan quoted the statement that 
“an automobile is a mobile status symbol and a mobile status sjrTnbol 
comes as close as you can to defioing the American dream" He also 
cited the remark that if some new CuHiver were to land on our shores 
today he would End, not Lilliputians, but centaurs nding on four wheels 
"In the land of the Carboys, Culliser would have said, the ultimate dis- 
grace is not to be moving" — (pp 236,261). 
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out immemorial and instinctive kttachments to any partic- 
ular company or spot. 

To these exiles came then the invitation of tire great 
open spaces. The rich free lands and resources of tlie con- 
tinent beclconed. So in America tlrere was not only more 
space, there were not only more places to go, but more 
opportunities and more wealth to be got by the going. 

Still a fourth powerful push came from an accident: 
the accident that during the 360 years of our history, and 
most particularly during the nineteenth century, the 
whole stnicture of western society on botli sides of the At- 
lantic was undergoing a series of tremendous transforma- 
tions, \\ liat we call the political, commercial, agricultural, 
and mclustrial revolutions not only destroyed the static ri- 
g c 1 les \v rich had held men in their places so long, but 
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or shop, the old attachments to village and countr) side 
these were all being eroded, but they could not melt awaj 
over night Nowhere were the military frontiers far dis 
tant, and these frontiers remained hard to cross Every- 
where the inherited prejudice of province and language 
still obstructed the way 

Whereas over here theie soon came to be one 
language and one limitless expanse Nowhere m our freer 
society were there the same high fences No states could 
imprison their citizens, or keep them from wandering No 
systems of authority had survived the Atlantic passage 
still strong enough to keep men in their place And no gov 
ernment could be made strong enough afterward to pre- 
vent the hunters and the pioneers, the squatters and the 
speculators, the traders and the lawyers, the missionaries 
and the pohticians from seeping West 

To sum up this argument or explanation We have 
been more mobile because wc attracted out of Europe the 
mobile temperaments, because these wanderers found 
themselves uprooted and unattached, because there were 
so many places to go, because there were so many means 
of going and rewards to be had for the venture, because 
the transformation of the old agranan order now freed us 
for going, and because there were not and are not today 
the traditional social bamers to fence us in 

The results^ Surely if we have been so mobile, that 
mobiLty must have had some rather obvious and visible 
effects on our societ) and on what wc please to call the 
American character^ I am convinced this is true I think 
the effects of our playing so fast and loose with locality 
can be seen everywhere For good and for ill the moving 
has put its marks on us In fact, both the gains for personal 
freedom and the scars from our spatial exposures can be 
detected m so many American attitudes, value judgments, 
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social customs, and institutional structures that not even 
the most obvious can be quick-bsted here. 

Instead, let me simply fix on one point, one peculiar 
feature of our historical development, that might be espe- 
cially illuminating to our brothers in Europe. It has been 
remarked again and again, and often with no little aston- 
ishment, that our young republic is now one X)f tlie oldest 
governments in the world. For some reason or reasons, in 
three hundred years we have experienced only one revolu- 
tion, and one civil war, and the first was less drastic tlian 
the great revolutions in Europe. How could such things 
he? How it is that our younger generations, or our disad- 
\antagcd groups, or our disappointed political schemers, 
or our regional interests have not raised the flag of rebel- 
lion, not once, hut over and over again? 

A TOmmon answer is that we left feudalism behind, 
and so did not have to destroy before we could build anew. 
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sorts ) ? Was it not that somehow the desperation was miss- 
ing — that the dissatisfied and dissenter temperaments 
could almost always pack up and go — that failures could 
get a fresh start — that dreamers could found a colony in 
California, desperados take off for Texas? The steam built 
up less often and less high, I am suggesting, because we 
had an almost universal safety valve which operated at 
even very low social pressures.® 

Which brings one to a still more significant aspect of 
this question. Ptoverbially, ours has been the land of 
equality, but of hberty and free opportunity, too. Yet how 
have we been able to reconcile equahty with an individu- 
alism which gave opportunity for quite unequal achieve- 
ments or rewards? In the corporate sphere, the sphere of 
large economic organizations, it is clear that we have 
striven to counter the grosser evils of inequality by regula- 
tion of trade, by interstate commerce legislation, by anti- 
trust and anti-monopoly laws, by a public redistribution of 
wealth through income and inheritance taxes But for the 
individual American, unless racial prejudice prevented, 
has it not been the freedom to move which has made pos- 

• The similarity of this proposition to Turner's fronber as safety 
valve should be noted, but not exaggerated Turner said it \vas (empty) 
space or “free land” that promoted freedom and democracy I am sug- 
gesting that all kinds of space, settled as well as unsettled, urban ns uell 
as rural, were made available by our expectation and pracbce of moving, 
and I am further suggesting that the expectation and practice of moving 
increased when there was no more free land or empty space Hence mo- 
bility has conbnued to ser\e as safely valve See Everett S Lee, “The 
Turner Thesis Reexamined,” American Quarterly (Spnng 1961), and 
compare Thistlethwaite, The Great Experiment, pp xu and 26, and 
P. Sorokin, SociaC Sfobiltty (1927), p ft may 6e noted that 
hscher m the Encyclopaedia Bntannica finds that migrants, both in peace 
and m war, have tended to generate further migrations either by them- 
selves or by others Oscar Handbn sees a kind of American mulliphca 
tiori or reciprocation “The fluidity of American society, the diversity 
Its populabon, and the looseness of its jnstilutional forms interacted upon 
and stimulated one another ” Daedalus (Spring 1961 ), p 223 / 
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be forgiven for calling it the dtslocus classtcus, of mobility 
So a comparative study of human movement here and 
abroad will help us to understand what Americans are to- 
day Possibly it will even give us some hints of the direc- 
tion in which the peoples of Europe are now turning, and 
an inkling of what they might be like in the years to come 
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On intuitions of language 
and the metaphors of motion 


Ihe causes of our New World fever must have varied — 
hut the fever has been with us from the beginning. Here 
toda) ami gone tomorrow. Planters by destiny, we refused 
to .sia\ planted; settlers forever, we have never settled 
( ou n. \\ .IS it hope? Was it just curiosity? Was it rather 
I'f luumless •inxicty? Whatever lay behind this myste- 
s . pr r\a‘,i\( uneasiness, the spectacular mobility of the 
”il‘‘nsificd with the years. Willing and 
^ ' mg, ami ess or purposeful, feverish or out of habit, 

UiuT moved and kept moving. 

'-''•'M' tins (iniVT deeper meanings — ^how 

^eksdver .noUlUy, and sepLze out itf psychic 

( Siunmt. r * ‘"ind even faintly ludi* 
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me to wonder if there must not be some lore, some wisdom 
of the race, loched away in our proverbs The Englisfi, es- 
pecially, have they not been world wanderers^ Wiat did 
they learn, or what have others had to tell us about wan- 
denng? Taking Bartlett's Famtliar Quotations off the 
shelf, I found my way to two half-forgotten sayings 

"The rolling stone never gathcreth mosse’ 

Three removes are (is) as bad as a fire” 

The first of these, from John Heywood’s Proverbes, 
appeared to derive from the ancients, the second (with 
the singular verb) was coined by Benjamin Franklin in 
Poor Richard's Almanac for X75S, presumably from the 
materials in some earlier maxim So the origins of these 
sayings might be lost, but their substance had withstood 
the tooth of time and earned them modem translations "A 
rolling stone gathers no moss,” * and “Three moves are as 
good as a fire Evidently the carelessness and destructive- 
ness of constant movement have seemed so obvious in our 
western world as to warrant preservation by vivid meta 
phor The truths thus epitomized, are they not also sug- 
gestive of certain happy go lucky temperaments in our 
American society to say nothing of the regrettable process 
of cultural elimination or abandonment that attended the 
first settlements and the leapfrogging movement West? To 
get virgin land many pioneers left society and literature 
and the higher arts and skills behind? The culture of the 
frontier tended to be limited and meager in the extreme? 
Three removes ^ 

Yet two proverbs, alone, could hardly frame a broad 
portrait of the moving Amencans And for a time I had 
trouble finding more In fact, it was not until I had supple- 
mented Bartlett with E Fuller’s Thesaurus of Quotations, 
«»nr? fti.c in fiim With Stevcnsons Home Books of Quota- 
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On intuitions of language 
and the metaphors of motion 


The causes of our New World fever must liave varied — 
but the fever lias been with us from the beginning. Here 
today and gone tomorrow. Planters by destiny, we refused 
to slay planted: settlers forever, we have never settled 
down. Was it hope? Was it just curiosity? Was it rather 
some nameless anxiety? Whatever lay behind this myste- 
rious, pervasive uneasiness, the spectacular mobility of the 
pioneers has only intensified with the years. Willing and 
unwilling, aimless or purposeful, feveri.sh or out of habit, 
we Americans have moved and moved and kept moving. 

But how is one to glimpse the deeper meanings — how 
grasp this cjuicksilvcr mobility, and squeeze out its psychic 
implications? 

One day, after a disappointing and even faintly ludi- 
crous encounter with some encyclopedias,’ it occurred to 
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me to wonder if there must not be some lore, some wisdom 
of the race, JocXed away in our proverbs The English, es 
pecially, have they not been world w anderers^ What did 
they learn, or what have others had to tell us about wan- 
dering^ Taking Bartlett'^s FamtUar Quotations off the 
shelf, I found my way to two half-forgotten sayings 

"The rolling stone never gathereth mosse” 

“Three removes are (is) as bad as a fire” 

The first of these, from John Heywoods Procerbes, 
appeared to derive from the ancients, the second (with 
the singular verb) was coined by Benjamin Franklin in 
Poor Richards Almanac for 1758, presumably from the 
materials in some earlier maxim So the origins of these 
sayings might be lost, but their substance had withstood 
the tooth of time and earned them modem translations “A 
rollmg stone gathers no moss,” * and “Three moves are as 
good as a fire ” Evidently the carelessness and destructive- 
ness of constant movement have seemed so obvious in our 
western world as to warrant preservation by vivid meta- 
phor The truths thus epitomized, are they not also sug 
gestive of certain happy go-lucky temperaments in our 
American society, to say nothing of the regrettable process 
of cultural elimination or abandonment that attended the 
first settlements and the leapfrogging movement West^ To 
get virgin land many pioneers left society and hterature 
and the higher arts and skills behind? The culture of the 
frontier tended to be Lmited and meager m the extreme? 
Three removes ? 

Yet two proverbs, alone, could hardly frame a broad 
portrait of the moving Americans And for a time I had 
trouble finding more In fact, it was not until I had supple- 
mented Bartlett with E Fuller's Thesaurus of Quotations, 
and this in turn with Stevenson’s Home Books of Quota- 
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On intuitions of language 
and the metaphors of motion 


The causes of our New World fever must have varied — 
but the fever lias been with us from the beginning. Here 
today and gone tomorrow. Planters by destiny, we refused 
to stay planted: settlers forever, we have never settled 
down. Was it hope? Was it just curiosity? Was it rather 
some nameless anxiety? Whatever lay behind this myste- 
rious, pervasive uneasiness, the spectacular mobility of the 
pioneers has only intensified with the years. Willing and 
unwilling, aimless or purjioseful, feverish or out of habit, 
we Americans have moved and moved and kept moving. 

but how is one to glimpse the deeper meanings — how 
grasp this quicksilver mohiliUj, and squeeze out its psychic 
implications? 

One day, after a disappointing and even faintly ludi- 
crous encounter with some encyclopedias,^ it occurred to 



‘Coin Some” 


me to wonder if there must not be some lore, some wisdom 
of the race, locked away m our proverbs The English, es- 
pecially, have they not been world wanderers? What did 
they learn, or what have others had to tell us about wan 
dermg? Taking Bartlett's Famthar Quotatiotis off the 
shelf, I found my way to two half-forgotten sayings 

The rolling stone never gathereth mosse ’ 

‘Three removes are (is) as bad as a fire’ 

The first of these, from John Heywood’s Prooerbes, 
appeared to derive from the ancients, the second (with 
the singular verb) was coined by Benjamin Franklin in 
poor Richard’s Almanac for 1758, presumably from the 
materials in some earlier maxim So the origins of these 
sayings might be lost, but their substance had withstood 
the tooth of time and earned them modern translations “A 
rolling stone gathers no moss,”^ and “Three moves are as 
good as a fire ’ Evidently the carelessness and destructive- 
ness of constant movement have seemed so obvious in our 
western world as to warrant preservation by vivid meta- 
phor The truths thus epitomized, are they not also sug- 
gestive of certain happy-go lucky temperaments in our 
Amencan society, to say nothing of the regrettable process 
of cultural elimination or abandonment that attended the 
first settlements and the leapfrogging movement West? To 
get virgin land many pioneers left society and literature 
and the higher arts and skills behind? The culture of the 
frontier tended to be limited and meager in the extreme^ 
Three removes ? 

Yet two proverbs, alone, could hardly frame a broad 
portrait of the moving Americans And for a time I had 
trouble finding more In fac^ it was not until I had supple 
mented Bartlett with E Fullers Thesaurus of Quotations, 
and this m turn with Stevenson's Home Books of QuoUi*^ 
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On intuitions of language 
and the metaphors of motion 


The causes of our New World fever must have varied — 
but the fever has been with us from the beginning. Here 
today and gone tomorrow. Planters by destiny, we refused 
to stay planted: settlers forever, we have never settled 
down. Was it hope? Was it just curiosity? Was it rather 
some nameless anxiety? Whatever lay behind tliis myste- 
rious, pervasive uneasiness, the spectacular mobility of the 
pioneers lias only intensified with the years. Willing and 
unwilling, aimless or purposeful, feverish or out of habit, 
we Americans have moved and moved and kept moving. 

But how is one to glimpse the deeper meanings — ^how 
grasp this quicksilver mobility, and squeeze out its psychic 
implications? 

One day, after a disappointing and even faintly ludi- 
crous encounter with some eneyclopedias,^ it occurred to 
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me to wonder if there must not be some lore, some wisdom 
of the race, locked away in our proverbs The English, es 
pecially, have they not been world wanderers^ What did 
they leim, or what have others had to tell us about wan 
denng? Taking Bartlett s Famtltar Quotatiom off the 
shelf, I found my way to two half forgotten sayings 

"The rolling stone never gathereth mosse 
Three removes are (is) as bad as a fire 

The first of these, from John Heywoods Prooerbes, 
appeared to derive from the ancients, the second (with 
the singular verb) was coined by Benjamin Franklin in 
Poor Richards Almanac for 1758, presumably from the 
materials m some earlier maxim So the origins of these 
sayings might be lost but their substance had withstood 
the tooth of time and earned them modem translations A 
rolling stone gathers no moss, * and ‘ Three moves are as 
good as a fire Evidently the carelessness and destructive 
ness of constant movement have seemed so obvious in our 
western world as to warrant preservation by vivid meta 
phor The truths thus epitomized, are they not also sug 
gestive of certain happy go lucky temperaments in our 
Amencan society to say nothing of the regrettable process 
of cultural elimination or abandonment that attended the 
first settlements and the leapfrogging movement West^ To 
get \irgin land many pioneers left society and literature 
and the higher arts and skills behind? The culture of the 
frontier tended to be limited and meager in the extreme? 
Three removes ^ 

Yet two proverbs, alone, could hardly frame a broad 
portrait of the moving Americans And for a time I had 
trouble finding more In fact, it was not until I had supple 
mented Bartlett with E Fullers Thesaurus of Quotations, 
and this in turn with Stevenson’s Home Books of Quota 
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tions and of Proverbs, and pursued in these and othei 
collections the thought of movement right through the al- 
phabet of cues — ^from absence to distance to emigrant, no- 
mad, trail, and way; from abroad to change to exile, home, 
travel, wanderer, and where; from ancestors to pilgrims 
and vagrants — that tlie mother lode of western maxims 
and proverbs began to yield its ore. 

It is in the Book of Genesis (XLIX: 4) that one ma) 
perhaps find the first progenitor of that legendary Yankee; 
the jack-of-all-trades who was master of none. His name 
was Reuben: “Unstable as water, thou shalt not excel.” 

“Absence makes the heart grow fonder,” at first sup- 
posed to be of nineteenth-century composition, has no^v 
been traced back some 360 years. Yet its message seems 
timeless. The Jove of the absent — ^with the suggestion alsc 
of the mystic distortion caused by feeling — ^must have 
been familiar to the ancients. Certainly, many of our immi- 
grants in moments of pain illustrated this proverb by the 
way they idealized their fatherland, to their own disillu- 
sionment if they ever went back. Whereas others obvi- 
ously preferred to practice instead the old Homeric say- 
ing: “Out of sight, out of mind.” 

Then through all the literatures of our tradition one 
begins to hear the cries of the exiles, the uprooted. “Exile 
is death,” wrote Ovid; and death is exile; “He shall returr 
no more to his house, neither shall his place know him an} 
more,” we read in the Book of Job (VII: 10). “My punish- 
ment is greater than I can bear,” cried Cain, when the 
Lord condemned him to be “a fugitive and a vagabond ir 
the earth. And the Lord set a mark upon Cain.” Is there nc 
mark on us? 

“Eating the bitter bread of banishment” we find ir 
Shakespeare. “I know how men in exile feed on dreams,’ 
wrote Aeschylus with Greek sensitivity in his Agamem 
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non By contrast, Horace was full of Roman stoicism and 
determination They change their sky but not their minds, 
who cross the sea — ^“Caelum non animum mutant qui trans 
mare currunt ” And again "What exile from his country 
ever escaped himself? ’ 

The Roman courage and superiority emerge again 
strongly in Cicero’s "Exile is terrible to those who liave, 
as it were, a circumscribed habitation, but not to those 
who look upon the whole world as one city " By compari- 
son the children of Israel, of Christ, and of Mohammed 
spoke out of a fierce religious determination They would 
endure forty years m a wilderness — ^for a promised land 
"Since they would not listen to you at home,” wrote Arnold 
Zweig, " happy he that goes into exile For banish- 
ment IS often the only means of saving the nobler posses- 
sions of the world " And from the Koran "Whosoever 
fleeth from his country for the sake of God’s true religion, 
shall find m the earth many forced to do the same, and 
plenty of provision ” The reader may ask himself which 
of these prophecies has not found its American illustration 
and fulfillment The longing, the regret, the bitterness of 
exile, the fierce determination, and the stoic pride — one 
senses that these emotions were ejqierienced somewhat 
unequally by the peoples and faiths of the past But to the 
varieties of the American experience each has contributed 
When the consideration of Europe’s thinkers swung 
away from exile to free movement, Montaigne recognized 
that in a certain sense motion is implicit in civilization 
“Stability itsalf is nothing else than a more sluggish mo- 
tion’ Pascal, however, declared, “ que tout le mal 
heur des hommes vient dune seule chose, qui est de ne 
savoir pas demeurer au repos dans une chambre ” ® And so 
we discover that from classic times to the twentieth cen- 
tury Europeans have never weaned of discussing the vir- 
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tues and (especially) the vices of travel. “Voyage, travel, 
and change of place impart vigor,” had been the surpris- 
ingly modem suggestion in Seneca. “He who never leaves 
his country is full of prejudices,” wrote Goldoni; and “Tra- 
vel teaches toleration,” bought Disraeli. But generally the 
verdict was much less favorable, or at best divided. “Fools 
are aye fond o’ flittin’, wise men o’ sittin’,” declared a 
Scottish proverb. “Blessed is he that continueth where he 
is,” said Carlyle, and “. . . from all packers and carpen- 
ters, and Sittings by night and by day, good Lord deliver 
us.” ^ Others subscribed to the verdict that “Travel makes a 
wise man better, but a fool worse.” When Cowper sug- 
gested, "How much a dunce that has been set to roam. 
Excels a dunce that has been left at home,” the majority 
was clearly against him. Most seem to have been con- 
vinced that “if an ass goes travelling, he’ll not come home a 
horse” — ^which was also epitomized in the German: “If a 
goose flies across the sea, there comes back a quack-quack.” 

He travelled here, he travelled there; — 

But not the value of a hair 
Was head or heart the better. 

WORDSWORTH 

This brings us to recognize that almost overwhelm- 
ingly (if one may trust the maxims and proverbs) the 
sages seem not to have approved the kinds of mobility 
in which we Americans have been indulging. “Than roam- 
ing nothing is more evil for mortals,” is from tlie Odyssey. 
“He dwells nowhere that dwells everywhere,” is quoted 
from Martial. “Un sort errant ne conduit qu’a I’erreur,” 
sang Cresset (Vert-Vert, Chant I): “for a wandering life 
only leads us astray.” The French “Un peuple sans feu ni 
lieu” carries its own unmistakable flavor. “Show me a man 
who cares no more for one place than for another,” wrote 
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Southey, “and I will show you a man who loves nothing 
but himself Beware of those who are homeless by choice ” 
Almost 1800 years before, Seneca had expressed the same 
feeling “Everywhere is nowhere When a person spends 
all his time m foreign travel, he ends by having many ac- 
quaintances and no friends" In such judgments are 
there not foreshadowed and rejected some of the very 
traits and attitudes for which Americans have often been 
criticized the restlessness which gets us into so much 
trouble, the craving for something or some place else, the 
loneliness and rootlessness of our wanderers, the selfish 
ness of our acquisitive code, the superficiality of many hu 
man relations, the ruthlessness of the confirmed vagranf? 
Beware of those who are homeless by choice! 

‘Oublier, c’est mounr," wrote Alfred de Musset to 
Lamartine, and in one moment of feeling implicitly m 
dieted still another of our basic beliefs and practices For 
to move 15 so often to turn ones back that is, dehberately 
to forget By emigrating a man could even shut the door on 
his own ancestors, and by that act bury his past Our in- 
veterate preference for the new, our disrespect for elders, 
our careless disregard of traditions, may not these traits 
derive as much from the acceptance and habit of mobility 
as from any other aspect of the Amencan condition^ Irre- 
sistibly, the suggestion comes to us from these old pro- 
verbs that movement may appeal to certain special types, 
also that there may be a range of rather particular reasons 
for going and some rather impressive psychological and 
social consequences for the goer The stay at homes at 
least seem to have thought so 

When one turns to the English \vnters and poets, a 
change of mood becomes evident By contrast to the Con 
tinenlals, what seems particularly to have struck the Eng- 
lish bterary imagination about mobility and foreign travel 
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were the irresistible delights of adventure, with the inevi- 
table longing for peace and for home. “Wlian that Aprille 
. . wrote Chaucer, “than longen folk to goon on pil- 
grimages.” But “Oh, to be in England, now that April’s 
there,” sighed Robert Browning. Tennyson saw in Ulysses 
a soldier-adventurer “for always roaming with a hungry 
heart,” an explorer who could not rest from travel, who 
would “drink life to the lees,” a seeker who would “follow 
knowledge like a sinking star.” 

Yet all experience is an arch whercthro' 

Gleams that untravcll'd world whose margin fades 

For ever and for ever when I move. 

Robert Louis Stevenson knew the same insatiable 
hunger, the same unappeasable longing to lie still, “To 
travel hopefully is a better thing than to arrive,” he once 
. wrote; yet he dreamed of the hills of home. 

This bo the verse you grave for me: 

“Here he lies where he longed to be; 

Home is the sailor, home from .sea, 

And the hunter home from the hill.” 

Later, Masefield would immortalize Englishmen’s sea 
fever: “I must go down to the seas again, to the lonely sea 
and the sky,” 

It was Kipling, however, more than any of his coun- 
trymen, who would feel the pull of the unknown: “Pull 
out, pull out, on the Long Trail — the trail that is always 
new!” Kipling knew the sharp spur that venturing forth on 
ones own can give to ambition; “High hopes faint on the 
warm hearthstone; he travels the fastest who travels alone,” 
But perhaps he most memorably voiced the uneasy, whis- 
pering conscience of man the explorer: 

Something hidden. Go and find it. 

Go and look behind the Ranges — 



‘'Goin Some” 

Something lost behind the Ranges 
Ix)standi\aitmgforyou Go’ 

To Kiplmg, as to so many eminent Victorians, the \sorld 
was the Lords, under English management, to be ex- 
plored, to be conquered, to be cmhzed And ranging the 
ends of the earth, dwelling m strange places, coming to 
know the mysterious and unfathomable, dying far from 
home these were a part of the While Man s Burden Sp it 
IS almost as if Englishmen saw in travel what they them 
selves were putting into it discovery, adventure, ambi- 
tion, pride, idealism, and self-sacnfice Almost as if for 
them the words of movement were the expression of half- 
realized desires Unlike the French, they were not afraid 
to go abroad By the waters of Babylon they neither 
\i ailed nor wept Like the sturdy Romans, an Englishman 
needed only the cloak of his citizenship to go anywhere In 
moving he did not have to change 

But now m the same language I began to stumble on 
other sayings — or, rather, not quite m the same language 
“ifome was never like this,” is an American sa)mg "Ab- 
sence makes the heart grow fonder — of somebody else” 
that is anonymous but surely unmistakable “The great 
thing m this world is not so much where we ate, but m 
ivhat direction we are moving,” insisted Oliver Wendell 
Holmes Drop anchor anywhere and the anchor wiU drag 
—that IS, if your soul is a limitless, fathomless sea and not 
a dog pond, barked Elbert Hubbard Again one encoun 
ters ”A man cannot very well make a place for himself m 
the sun if he keeps continually taking refuge under the 
family tree ” 

Tlie American activism and engagement with speed 
seem verj- clear m such aphorisms as "The world is mov- 
ing so fast these days that the man who says it cant be 
done IS generally interrupted by someone doing it” (El 
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bert Hubbard). Or again: “Stand still and watch the 
world go by — and it will.” 

In the seventeenth century, William Penn was of the 
opinion that “A man, like a watch, is to be valued for his 
going.” In the twentieth century, George Santayana noted 
that “All his life he [the American] jumps into the train 
after it has started and jumps out before it has stopped; 
and he never once gets left behind or breaks a leg.” As a 
small boy, taking the ferry to Staten Island, I can remem- 
ber my father pointing out how, even though we were not 
due to leave for five minutes, the moment the embarking 
passengers caught sight of the ferry in the slip, they 
started to run. More than most, the American fears to be 
left behind? Generally, he moves with confidence. “This 
generation has a rendezvous with destiny,” proclaimed 
Franklin Delano Roosevelt. “The American people never 
carry an umbrella. They prepare to walk in eternal sun- 
shine,” declared Alfred E. Smith. Sometimes the boasting 
has been a little wry. “America is a nation that conceives 
many odd inventions for getting somewhere but can think 
of nothing to do when it gets there,” quipped Will Rogers. 
“Methods of locomotion have improved greatly in recent 
years,” said Don Herold, “but places to go remain about 
tile same.” 

From the beginning there’s been “a long, long trail a- 
winding into the land of my dreams.” And it’s been a 
lonely trail, however crowded with fellow pilgrims. 
Thoreau once defined city life as “millions of people being 
lonely together.” Oddly enough it was an English poet, 
Wordsworth, who wrote that “. . . stepping westward 
seemed to be a kind of heavenly destiny,” while from the 
American poet Longfellow came: “Stay, stay at home, my 
heart, and rest; -Home-keeping hearts are happiest.” Yet, 
does one not have the feeling tliat the Englishman could 



e American poet counseled rest, but knew in his 
IS hopeless to thmk of staying? Listen to Edna 
t Millay 

ly heart is warm with the fnends I make 
^nd better fnends 1 11 not be knowing 
Jut there isn t a tram I wouldn t take 
nIo matter where it s going 

Walt Whitman sang of the open road It seems 
day that my great aunt Harriet, aet 87, whimsi* 
word 

I know my life is nearly spent 

Because my want to go is went 

* What about the American vernacular^ They 
are touch and go We are told so and so is al 
he go, or maybe going to the dogs, or gone to 
AT preachers speak of the ongoing work We go 
ody or something, and with feelings either pro or 
ag m) courage in both hands one day I shut my 
nd opened Partridge’s Dictionary of Slang and 
Attonal English — and found no end of “go 
artridge listed go down with and go off the deep 
ighsh, but go getter, go to meeting clothes, to go 
id the goings good as American That goes with 
lentified is English in origin, American also by 
Go ahead, as an adjective, was born m America 
iwed by England So were to go back on, go be 
go over big However, there seemed to be more 
1 slang usages of go than either English or 
(especially in >oI 2), and gradually it began to 
al Partridge was much stronger on the Cockney, 
Australian, or Canadian vernacular than he was 
Mencken used to call the American slanguage 
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This was immediately made unmistakable by the 
American Thesaurus of Slang, edited by L. V. Berry and 
M. V. D, Bark, There the slang words expressing move- 
ment just pour across the pages, with no less than thirteen 
columns in the index just for the word go. Americans can 
go: all out, all the way, to pieces, or around in circles; bug- 
house, hay-wire or nuis; had, blooey, boom, or broke; hog- 
wild, head over heels, great guns, lickety -split, or like a 
bat out of hell They can go steady, straight, sour, or 
wrong. They can go their own sweet way, and tell others 
to go fly a kite, pimp in the lake, peddle their papers, or 
(more insultingly) go way back and sit down. We will go 
down the line for a friend; go for six or a sleighride; go it 
alone or one better; go off the rail or one’s rocker; go on 
the loose, a bender, the rocks, or the wagon; go out of cir- 
culation; go the distance, works, or whole hog; go to bat 
for, beat the band, the races, the mat, or the wall; go up 
the spout or the river. 

There arc also a number of “gone-words,” which (be- 
cause the action is finished? the journey is done? the thing 
is past? ) stand mostly for some kind of failure. Thus gone 
had, gone gosling, gone in the upper story. We say either 
go to or gone to grass, pot, seed, smash, or sleep on the job. 
Characteristically, of a man who’s finished or dying, we 
say: he’s a goner. We have other verbs of motion, too, to 
express human failure: thus, he ran out of steam, he went 
downhill, or he was on his last legs, with one foot in the 
grave (and the other on a banana peel). A man who has 
no chance is out of the running. A man who comes out 
second best is an also-ran. As Mencken long ago pointed 
out, an Englishman stands for a seat in Parliament but an 
American runs for election. “Let’s get this country moving 
again,” was John F. Kennedy’s slogan. “Get a wiggle on,” 
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we say to out ch.ldren And to a fnend '^^Shake a leg.” 
"Keep a gom’,” "Don’t let anything stop you 

On the thought oi mobon, lUetf . svc have let out vin* 
aemauons run not In lieu of •‘travel’ we may bat about, 
thumb a nde, fly hght. leg tl, jump across lots, ht town, or 
pound the pavement Especially we like to travel fast to 
step on it, gioe *er the gas, open 'er up, pour it on, ?iop i£, 
barrel it, fiot foot it, and teor-oss around The act of going 
fast may become scoot, spin, or skedaddle Md speed, it- 
self, as noon or verb, may be bat, dust, ~ip, rtp, flas/i, Aigli 
ball, bum, blue streofc, hchety spirt, greased ligbtnmg, np- 
snorter, a shot out of hell (At the moment, one will be 
reminded, we are manufactunng a new slanguage for the 
air and space age, and the needs of the jet set ) 

Instead of leaving, or departing in a dignified way, 
Americans may blow, clear out, fade, beat it, scram, pull 
up stakes, get going, or take of m a cloud of dust Our 
words for ^ght and escape are, to say the least, eloquent 
of long practice and also considerable ingenuity jn the arts 
of evasion Thus we duck out on, loalk out on, run Out on. 


we give someone the go by or the run around, we shp, 
slide out, take it on the lam, make a break or a get-away, 
show our heels, take the mr, or break for the tall Umber 
And of course we hope to get away with it, to get beyond 
reach, and to quit tohile still ahead 


What IS even more mleresling than the varieties of 
abandon, however, is the way we apply thoughts of move- 
ment to processes or action of a lalhet different order 
Thus, we seem given to defining success m terms of mo 
tion failure in its opposite So-and so, we say, is a comer, a 
go getter, or he s a hot shot, he s going places By and by 
hes running a going concern, and, if he's wise, he neccr 
lets any grass grow under his feet After a short stretch, or 
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sometimes it seems in less than no time, he’s arrived. 

By contrast, to get left behind or to get caught in a rut 
is to fail. He missed the bus, we tell each other (or missed 
the boat). A corporation that’s not doing well is not going 
anywhere. Its president, perhaps, got bogged down in ad- 
ministration. Its business is at a standstill. Don’t be a stick- 
in-the-mud, we urge a friend. Why not try a comeback? 
You don’t want to be a flat tire. 

As with success, so with life and death, we seem in- 
stinctively to think in terms of forward motion. A man 
who is growing old is slowing up. Younger men regard 
him as a back number, a has-been. By and by he reaches 
the end of the trail or passes away. And death itself used 
to be spoken of as turning up one’s toes, going west, or 
crossing the divide. For like reasons a progressive-minded 
individual is up-and-coming, or he has get-up-and-git; 
whereas a conservative is called slow-coach, moss-back, 
old-timer, dodo, or stand-patter. In our vocabulary, slow is 
not a flattering appellation. If you’re slow, you’re both anti- 
social and getting no place fast, or you’re glue-footed or 
slower than death. If you are free, on the other hand, you 
have leeway (naut.) and can go your own sweet way. In- 
dependence enables you to go it alone or paddle your own 
canoe. 

Wliat about marriage and the family? Here I have 
found fewer metaphors of motion, possibly because when 
a man gets hitched, he is supposed to settle down and stay 
put. It’s true that originally he- asked a girl to go with him. 
If he has a roving eye, he may step out on her now and 
again. But if he chases women too much, he may trip him- 
self up, because his wife may sue him for divorce, which 
will mean the end of their road together. And the alimony 
she will insist on will be all the traffic will bear. Happily, 


52 



‘“Coin Some" 


With a little love and forbearance, most of us avoid any 
such dead end street * 

Are Americans unique in such jargon? Surely, all cul 
tures know motion or change, and most languages must 
make a good deal of the word co Comment ga ua? says 
the Frenchman, also AHons, and Va f en^ and Ce chapeau 
uous va bien Again, a word hke mouvement may be used 
m a number of senses Yet the word arrtvtste hardly con* 
\ eys the approval of the American arrived Ultimately, the 
engagement of the French with images of mobility will 
have to be tested by the students of the language, mean- 
while, to an amateur of things French, their enthusiasm 
for cither the idea or the actuality of motion has until re 
cent years seemed decidedly limited 

The Germans, for their part, have given us wander 
lust, wandervogel, and wanderjahre, as well as wie gc/if's, 
and a wide assortment of combinations and meanings for 
the words gehen, kommen, and fahren (probably much 
wider than for the hke words m French) After all, Amen 
cans didnt invent locomotion And the Germans have 
been no «Iou>-pokcs on the road westward From the 
Thirty Years War to World War 11 from the days of the 
Palatines and Moravians and Dunkards to those of Albert 
Einstein and the professors, the Germans have been the 
most numerous and determined of our immigrant popula 
tions out of Europe Yet in German one nmU find, the \o 
cabulary of motion hardly approaches American dimcn 
sions 

The English? Since Drake and the Elizabethan sea 

* No enumeration of slang metaphors can hope lo be complete Rc 
cently 1 have stumbled (I) across I v,ant out That paint brush has 
a lot of mileage in it jet A good stopping oH spot Coffee lo 
go lie doesnt know whether hes coming or going and the even 
more disquieting Where did jou go’ Out ^Vhat did you do? Nodiing” 
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sometimes it seems in less than no time, he’s arrived. 

By contrast, to get left behind or to get caught in a rut 
is to fail. He missed the bus, we tell each other (or missed 
the boat). A corporation that’s not doing well is not going 
anywhere. Its president, perhaps, got hogged down in ad- 
ministration. Its business is at a standstill. Don’t be a stick- 
in-the-mud, we urge a friend. Why not try a comeback? 
You don’t want to be a flat tire. 

As with success, so with life and death, we seem in- 
stinctively to think in terms of forward motion. A man 
who is growing old is slowing up. Younger men regard 
him as a back number, a has-been. By and by he reaches 
the end of the trail or passes away. And death itself used 
to be spoken of as turning up oner's toes, going west, or 
crossing the divide. For like reasons a progressive-minded 
individual is up-and-coming, or he has get-up-and-git; 
whereas a conservative is called slow-coach, moss-back, 
old-timer, dodo, or stand-patter. In our vocabulary, slow is 
not a flattering appellation. If you’re slow, you’re both anti- 
social and getting no place fast, or you’re glue-footed or 
slower than death. If you are free, on the other hand, you 
have leeway (naut.) and can go your own sweet way. In- 
dependence enables you to go it alone or paddle your own 
canoe. 

"V^fliat about marriage and the family? Here I have 
found fewer metaphors of motion, possibly because when 
a man gets hitched, he is supposed to settle down and stay 
put. Its true that originally he- asked a girl to go with him. 
If he has a roving eye, he may step out on her now and 
again. But if he chases women too much, he may trip him- 
self up, because his wife may sue him for divorce, which 
will mean the end of their road together. And the alimony 
she will insist on wll be all the traffic will bear. Happily, 
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with a little love and forbearance, most of us avoid any 
such dead-end street.* 

Are Americans unique in such jargon? Surely, all cul- 
tures know motion or change, and most languages must 
make a good deal of the word co. Comment ga va? says 
the Frenchman, also Allans, and Va-t-enI and Ce chapeau 
vous va hien. Again, a word like mouvement may be used 
in a number of senses. Yet the word arriviste hardly con- 
veys the approval of the American arrived. Ultimately, the 
engagement of the French with images of mobility will 
have to be tested by the students of the language; mean- 
while, to an amateur of things French, their enthusiasm 
for either the idea or the actuahty of motion has until re- 
cent years seemed decidedly limited. 

The Germans, for their part, have given us ivander- 
lust, wandervo^^cl, and wanderjahre, as well as wie geht's, 
and a wide assortment of combinations and meanings for 
the words gehen, kommen, and fahren (probably much 
wider than for the like words in French). After all, Ameri- 
cans didn’t invent locomotion. And the Germans have 
been no shw-pokes on the road ^vest^vard. From the 
Thirty Years’ War to World War II, from the days of the 
Palatines and Moravians and Dunkards to those of Albert 
Einstein and the professors, the Germans have been the 
most numerous and determined of our immigrant popula- 
tions out of Europe. Yet in German, one will find, the vo- 
cabulary of motion hardly approaches American dimen- 
sions. 

The English? Since Drake and the Elizabethan sea- 

• N’o cnumcralion of slang metaphors can hope to be complete Re- 
cently, I have stumbled (I) across "I want out”, 'That paint-brush has 
a lot of mileage in it yet”, “A good stopping-olf spot”, “Coffee . . to 
go”, "He doesn't know whether he’s coming or going”, and the even 
more disquieting "Where did you go’ Out What did you do’ Nothing ” 
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dogs, the English (and the Scots and Irish, too) have been 
adventurers and world conquerors, explorers and colo- 
nizers, ubiquitous wanderers and the tourists par excel- 
lence. For them, more than for others, was the Continental 
civilization of spas and hotels created — and in the nine- 
teenth-century emigration, “Nul peuple plus disponible 
dans .toutes ses couches.” ® So in many aspects of mobility 
the English preceded, we perhaps merely exaggerated — 
what they invented, we practiced — and their words we 
spoke just with a special accent. 

At the same time it is fair to ask about the differences. 
For example, have the two peoples the same notions about 
place? Have the Enghsh, and especially their ruling 
classes, ever lost their feeling for the land? Is it they or we 
who have abandoned the ancestral homesteads? Which of 
our two societies is uprooted and is even quite cheerful 
about it? Which likes the idea of escape? When we both 
say off to the races, do we and they mean the same thing? 
Do speed and fast carry quite the same messages botli 
sides of the water? And, generally, have the two peoples 
looked at movement through quite the same lenses of ex- 
pectation and acceptance? 

Let us concede that, however far we have traveled, 
the words Let's go! must first have been uttered in Europe. 
Let us also face the fact that a full and comparative study 
of the emotive messages in the four languages — French, 
German, English, and American — has yet to be made. All 
the same, even an innocent amateur may wonder whether 
any society before oui's has ever taken the images of activ- 
ity and motion so warmly into its heart and speech. 

Does this word hunt through the dictionaries suggest 
any profound conclusions about American character and 
culture? Possibly not. It may simply be that Americans 
ha\’e been more inventive and colorful in their vocabulary 



"Com* Sonic" 

than their European cousins — and have been so because 
they are both democratic and vulgar As Mencken clearly 
pointed out, here any man has been good enough to vote 
or coin a word or expression, with no barriers of good taste 
and no arislocrah to stand in the way Yet does it not re- 
main curious that Americans should have chosen to put so 
many of their thoughts into terms suggesting mobility? To 
an astonishing degree, our word pictures have been vivid 
motion pictures, our metaphors the metaphors of move- 
ment 

How ma) one come to know a people^ Some of us 
prefer to judge the ethos of a society by its politics or its 
political cconom) Others will single out its art and great 
literature Still others will draw illumination from a stud) 
of the folklore and traditions of a people, or from their 
buildings and public monuments Might not even our most 
inveterate institutional Instonans get cues from common 
speech? 

Anthropologists have sometimes defined culture as 
the man made and learned part of the environment, result* 
ing from man’s abilities m language and in toolmaking 
Which IS to suggest tiiat by language man has learned to 
master ideas (and communicate), and by the tools of en 
gineering and science to conquer the physical environ- 
ment, space, and time But these relations will vary from 
people to people And, from their colonial beginnings, 
Americans seem to have been unusually good at annihilat 
ing distance, shortening lime, and moving at ease among 
their fellows So it should not surpnse us that their lan- 
guage reflects a love of speed and the confidence with 
which they have used and abused space Having experi 
enced so much change and mobility, they naturally took 
its images into their speech 

Did their language and vocabulary in turn perhaps 


55 



THE MOVING AMERICAN 

make Americans still more mobile? May not our metaphors 
of movement — themselves learned and handed on and 
now part of our culture — ^have helped give us the confi- 
dence to leave home, helped teach us the pleasures of mo- 
bility, and helped create for us the assumption, the price- 
less heritage, of feeling free to come and go? May not a 
language which reflects a stimulant help perpetuate the 
stimulus, and itself finally play a stimulating role? To this 
obser\'er the acceptance and recirculation of ideas in com- 
mon speech might well have a powerful, even cumulative 
effect. 

However such propositions may be decided, or how- 
ever far the students of our national psychology may see 
fit to explore the glints in our slang and the many hints in 
our ancestral baggage of proverbs, this much is clear: If 
we knew nothing at all about our colonial origins or our 
westward movement or our feverish twentieth-century 
restlessness, if all our history were shrouded in darkness, it 
would still be obvious, even inescapable, that we had been 
a people much given to movement. Also that we have 
liked and still like to move more than most Finally, it 
would be evident that movement has appealed for special 
reasons, and to particular psychological types. So those 
forms of flight or varieties of ambition, that paradoxical 
mixture of motives which we call American, would be- 
come somehow a little easier to understand. 

In sober fact, the history that we do have confirms 
our ways of speech and is illuminated by them. To yoke 
these two oxen of recorded experience and verbal fancy to 
one statement: We Americans got out of the European nit 
of localism, left behind the feudal traditions of man-land 
relation, and escaped from the immemorial submission to 
authority rather early. We also challenged the slow pace 


5G 



‘"Coin Some” 


of time and used our space /or a wide variety of purposes, 
some of them rather disreputable, as has been memorial- 
ized in our slang. Americans, so to speak, got started with 
the modernization of Europe, then got out while the going 
was good, and have been goin' some ever since. 
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“Under a 
Wandering Star ” — 

Three major brands of movement 
today, with some variations and 
incidental statistics 
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"Under a Wandering Sfcr" 

when he can is completely out of step.* His friends re- 
proach him. His neighbors are troubled. Even casual ac- 
quaintances with quite different professional or business 
concerns seem to be waiting for him to take off. And each 
day the travel messages in the media, the resort-oriented 
shop windows, the four-color ads for golden beaches and 
tropical liquors and swimming pools in the sun, the vet}’ 
airline commercials over his car radio keep reminding f im 
of what he is missing. “Put your trip in our hands. See how 
great the going can be.” “Gel into this world.” “Up, up and 
away!” “Sign and fly.” 


Tourists and Vacationers: The World of Travel 
For some years, in a rather casual way, I have been col- 
lecting news items about travel, with their quantitative 
statistical revelations. Thus on December 27, 1962, and 
without any special emphasis, the Wall Street Journal re- 
ported that more than 2 million United States citizens 

• Even if, or perhaps especially if, he’s a professor In a single 
week, his mail may bring him a teasing postcard from a colleague at- 
tending a scholars’ conference m Bermu^, another from a favorite dean 
presiding at a foundation-sponsored colloquium on Lake Como, still a third 
greebng from a Fulbnght lecturer m Japan, not to mention a gay note 
from a former secretary now on a dig m Asia Minor with her husband 
^Vhlch will remind him that he must wnte some letters of introduction 
for a graduate student pursuing his dissertation in Pans, and say goodbye to 
a junior colleague about to shepherd a student tour through the Mediter- 
ranean Thinking about the incessant wandenngs of our far-flung academic 
tnbe bnngs to mind that West Coast saying at any given moment one- 
third of the Berkeley faculty are In the air 

Compare the sober study of our academic merry-go-round by Da- 
vid C Brown, The hfobtle Professors, Amencan Council on Education, 
1967 "A man may move three or four times before settling down to live 
out his career Some never do settle down Job-switching, mostly volun- 
tary, IS the rule ” Here and there, it seems, the rates of turnover are so 
high as to endanger continuity of instruction and administiabon Gen- 
erally, only about 561 stay in or return to the region where they were 
themselves educated (pp 25-6,32,89) 
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ware traveling abroad that year, at an estimated expendi- 
mre of $2.8 billion. Even so, according to the American 
Express Company’s estimates, this foreign tourism wasn t 
a circumstarjcc on the volume of domestic travel, on which 
we v/ere spending about $23 billion, with the Seattle 
World’s Eair alone attracting some 9 million visitors from 
near and far. Five years later, of course. Expo ’67 would 
draw 50 million entrants, most of whom had to cross at 
least one international boundary to get there. And by 1971 
we would be .spending some $40 billion just on domestic 
vacation and pleasure travel.’ 

In man’s long history he has known much wandering 
but rarely such individual freedom to come and go, or 
such a high incidence of pcnsonal mobility. Once, as we 
knov/, going abroad had been dangerous, or forbidden. 
Then in old Europe foreign travel, especially to distant 
places .and strange climes, had become almost a monopoly 
of the powerful, the well-born, and the well-to-do. But 
now, even on the Continent, the upper middle classes arc 
havitig to share their privileged pleasures of peregrina- 
tion.* And in the United States all roads are open; sightsee- 
ing is for everyone; travel is the holiday diversion. The un- 
occupied Americ.an has become a tourist and tourism has 
become organi'/od, rationalized, and packaged. 

When congressmen “fly the coop,” they arc apt to go 
on a junket. When an appliance dealer wants to reward his 
l)esl salesmen, he may send them all off to some Miami 
hotel, Olfice workers ])and together for all-expense bus 
lours of iMirope, Garden clubs lure their ladies to the an- 
nual meetings by visits to Hawaii or the Virginia planta- 
tions. Congregations revive faithful ministers with a pre- 
paid pilgrimage to Jerusalem, a little holiday in Scotland, 
or a visit to Rome. And "whether it’s a .short hop or a long, 
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wide sweep around the world,” your travel agents are on 
hand to help. "Use our family plan.” 

By 1964 our tourist trade had grown almost too large 
to measure, for the knowledgeable magazines were talking 
about 64 million tourists (or 130 million), planning to 
spend $13 million (or $30 billion), “getting away from the 
rigors and routine of life around the house,” or "seeking 
sun and fun away from home.” Tourism, some experts 
thought, had replaced wheat as die world’s largest busi- 
ness, And nine out of ten families, it was claimed, now 
took their holidays on the road,® with some even jetting to 
Jamaica or the Virgin Islands for the weekend.* 

Not everyone could go that far, of course, yet most ap- 
parently traveled a considerable distance. In 1959-60, a 
commission reported that only 9 per cent of U.S. vaca- 
tioners were moving 50 miles or less, while 44 per cent 
were travebng between 100 and 500 miles, and another 44 
per cent between 500 and 2000. Not all of this was in their 
own cars; but where, fifty years earlier, almost three- 
fourths of all travel had been by train, by 1962 less than 3 
per cent of it was by rail, perhaps 7 per cent by bus and 
plane, and the automobile was king (by 1970 less than 1 % 
would be by rail, 9.7% by air, and 89% by motor). In 
1966 it was estimated that three out of four families 
owned their own automobile (by 1970, 82%), and one out 
of four had a second car in the garage. In the single year 

* With the introductioa into the calendar of the long thiee>day 
holiday weekendi, American Express noted an increase in the “quick- 
demand, quick-saiisfaction travel phenomena,’* and began offering special 
Mini-Holiday accommodations at resort hotels as "off-the-shelf* packages 
at reduced prices Amencan Express also introduced Hohday-of-the- 
Month programs and for several jears their reservations service has been 
offenng a “Space Bank" of accommodabons aad car rentals in more than 
fifty countnes, advertised as giving the prospective traveler access to 
more than 600,000 rooms by a single telephone call 
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1967 the Bureau of Public Roads would clock llie total 
U.S. traffic at close to 1000 billion vehicle miles, or enough 
lo allow each of the nation's almost 100 million motor ve- 
hicles to drive from New York lo San Francisco, back to 
New York, and then back to San Francisco again. “Ameri- 
cans now lake a total of 257 million trips a year,” Hal Boyle 
solemnly reported, “and spend 2 billion nights away from 
home.” ‘ Meanwhile, the federal government had esti- 
mated the annual deficit from tourist expenditures abroad 
at $2 billion, and President Johnson would try lo tax our 
air fares and per diem expenses so as to cut down on the 
dollar drain — which proposals were hardly popular or 
successful, as wc all remember. Perhaps one final figure 
from the Population Bulletin will pul a temporary slop 
light on our statistics; “On August 22, 1962, an unknown 
but significant American was recorded as the onc-billionth 
visitor lo the National Parks. It had taken fifty-eight years 
to accomplish this record, but the second billionth visitor 
is expected in 1973 — only eleven years later!” 

Some of these visitors will of course be repeaters. But 
why go back? Or why go there in the first place? 

Such questions can seem simpleminded lo an Ameri- 
can. A hundred years ago we knew the answers. “Ameri- 
cans have a special call to travel,” announced the North 
American Review (1856). “No people on earth have such 
•vagabond habits as ours,” observed Nathaniel Hawthorne. 
Strong and content I travel the open road,” sang patriotic 
Wall Whitman. Others (as Foster Rhea Dulles has re- 
minded us in his illuminating Americans Abroad )° looked 
rather to Europe, and with a pilgrim awe. “To my youth- 
ful imagination,” he quotes Longfellow, “The Old World 
was a kind of Holy Land.” “None but those who have ex- 
perienced it” (Washington Irving in his Sketch Book) 
can form an idea of the delicious throng of sensations 
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which rush into an Ameneans bosom when he first comes 
m sight of Europe It is a land of promise, teeming 
with everything of which his childhood has heard, or on 
which his studious )ears have pondered ” Europe meant a 
“romantic return" to the past Europe meant castles and 
gothic catliedrals, music and the arts, hterature and more 
civilized hving To cultivated Americans,' “against the 
background of the levehng influences of Jacksonian de- 
mocracy . Europe appeared bright and glowing" — 
nor has that glow even yet disappeared 

There sailed to Europe also (as Dulles and many 
others have regretfully reported) the toadies and the so- 
cial climbers, the vulgar nch and the crude braggarts, the 
refugee artist and what Margaret Fuller once called the 
‘booby truant”— our left-bank bohemians and beatniks 
would perpetuate the species 

So Europe has proved inrcsisliblc to a variety of indi- 
viduals, but for a great di% ersity of reasons^ The same will 
be found true for our own roads and parks, our mountains 
and seashores, and great open spaces We go there to relax 
and enjo) ourselves, to get out of doors and admire the 
sceneiy, to go fishing, or hunting, to play golf, tennis, 
swim and sail Or the reasons for going may he behind us 
we take a trip to get away from the office, to get out of the 
city, to forget our cares, to experience once again the thrill 
of being free In a heat wave we make for the beaches, and 
in winter bhzzards dream of some island m the sun Travel 
can be instead for health, it rests the nerves, tones up the 
body’s chemistry — as wise doctors know, a change of air 
can do wonders for the sickly ’ Travel may also help one 

* But not to al] of them Especial!}’ not to Emerson For under 
standable reasons {was he not a patriot and a Iranscendentalist who lec- 
tured a good deal around the countiy?), he decided that the s<niJ If no 
traveller, the wise man stays at home Travelling u fool* /i/ifii 
disc " Essayt, first senes "Self Reliance " 
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to forget. Indeed, travel offers an astonishing range of psy- 
chic therapies. In the excitement of new places and en- 
counters, depressions will evaporate and disappointments 
fade. Travel can mean adventure, new sights and new 
sounds, encounters with the marvelous or the unexpected. 
It exercises our sense of wonder. Above all, it appeals to 
our insatiable curiosity. As James Whitcomb Riley put it: 
“Around the corner of the street / Who can say what waits 
for us?” To Americans, travel offers the welcome gift of 
surprise and that even more elusive delight: romance. To 
travel is almost always to hope. In the United States no 
small part of the pursuit of happiness is from place to 
place." 

Are there other travelers and other reasons to go? 
There must be a hundred. But perhaps in a preliminary 
way it will be enough to note that all the conscious mo- 
tives seem to fall into three major categories: we set out, 
first, in order to find or to reach something; second, in 
order to escape and to get away from something; or third, 
just to enjoy the trip. So far as we are aware of what we 
are doing, most of us emphasize one or the other, or mix all 
three. 

Yet there is obviously also a fourth element: some- 
thing unconscious and not quite rational in this business. 
It serves our psychic restlessness and our instinct for 

° I once knew a lawyer with a photographic memory who made a 
systematic recreation out of reliving — in his mind’s eye — his European 
travels and American journeys, step by step and scene by scene, Bebveen 
vacations the rest of us will try to enjoy travel vicariously, show last sum- 
mer s mov’ies, give the National Geographic to our kids, or ourselves sub- 
scribe to Holiday, which knows how to appeal [capitalization added]: 

"FOOTLOOSE AND FANCY FREEI” 

At last you re on that GLORIOUS trip you’ve always wanted to takel 

There’s the color and GAIETY of vacaHon time ... the THRILL of 
being FREE from clocks and calendars . . . the dazzling GLAMOUR 
of FAR-AWAY PLACES . . . and it’s all like a wonderful DREAM 
come truel . . . 
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change It promises us things \vc cannot name yet some- 
how hanker for In the hope of what it may bring, wc will 
spend monies we have not got and tolerate discomforts no 
sane man would endure We will even aftersvards pretend 
the tnp was all fun Travel somehow feeds deep needs, it 
reconciles us to ourselves So, to mix metaphors, going 
away or going abroad has become an indispensable com- 
ponent in the gear tram of our expectations an identifi- 
able clement in the pattern of the Amencan dream 

The consequences? Of course even the most light- 
hearted holidays, on the scale we indulge m them, are not 
without social implications — and some of the most obvi- 
ous by products are economic It has long been a com- 
monplace that Americans own more cars, power boats, 
and planes than all the rest of the world, and that Gen- 
eral Motors can be used as a barometer of the United 
States economy Even m the Great Depression, we were 
reported as traveling hundreds of billions of passenger 
miles a )ear — and since 1946 that mileage has doubled or 
tripled— which has done no little to nourish our network 
of transport by rail, car, bus, boat, and plane, not to men- 
tion Hertz and Avis and U-Haul, or the seaside and moun- 
tain resorts, or the ranches of Montana and the pleasure 
palaces of Miami, or all the motels and motor courts and 
trailer camps and gas pumps and hot dog or ice cream 
stands that mushroom beside the highways In 1952, ac- 
cording to Hohdaxj, onc-fifth of our investments and one- 
tenth of our consumer expenditures ivere going to\vard 
mobility * a profitable mobility as well as a happy one In 
these United States, it would appear, no small part of our 
capitalistic enterprise has been betting on motion 

In these United States many of the states themselves 
have become dependent on travel on its taxes, its indirect 
revenues, its prestige Tlic Department of Commerce esti- 
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mated the total take for the fifty states in fiscal 1 7 at 22 
per cent of their tax revenues. Americans were now said to 
be paying federal and state fuel levies at the rate of 47 per 
cent of the retail price of regular grade gasoline, or almost 
$1 million an hour: transportation, like the habit-forming 
pleasures we call alcohol and tobacco, can be taxed pretty 
steeply. Moreover, as our automobile clubs have discov- 
ered to their indignation, the state levies on gas sales, car 
licenses, and turnpike tolls now support all sorts of things 
besides roads.® 

Travel can also have considerable political implica- 
tions. Abroad, these are likely to range from the ludicrous 
to the extremely serious: as witness the costume and con- 
duct of some of our more vulgar tourists — or the image of 
premature wealth that Europeans can hardly help but 
form — or the dangers of subversion the State Department 
seems to fear if our citizens take off for Havana or Hanoi. 
At home, the political possibihties can be humorous and 
substantial, too. If it hadn’t been for Waikiki and our .tour- 
ists, one may seriously ask, would Hawaii ever have been 
able to join the Union? Closer by, if New Hampshire had 
not long since become a glorified boardinghouse, how 
could its huge legislature have survived? As a certain sar- 
donic friend of mine insists, only the weekend skiers and 
the summer folk have saved Vermont from going back to 
the Indians. In sober certainty the ski lifts of our Green 
Mountain State have been lifting something more than our 
expectant posteriors. 

In season and out we travel, and day after day. So our 
eating habits are affected along the way. Perhaps we will 
pack a picnic; more likely, pause at a “diner” or grab a bite 
at a drive-in or quick-lunch counter. Alternatively, for 
t lose whose digestions will not stand such abuse, there are 
always tlie Howard Johnson or Holiday or Harvey restau- 
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rants We know what thcr/re He, for ^’.eve met them on 
other tomes and other hobday tnps o^'cr the years First 
and last s\e travel so much that the roadside services have 
become almost statvdardixed to meet the recumng expec- 
tations * It would almost seem as if our social organism 
has reacted to the travel virus by mvenUng an antidote 
Surprise is to be neutrabzed by repetitions? 

Abroad, our tounsl botdes--<iommanding no foreign 
languages, and nervous about the food, the water, and the 
tipping—bave shown themselves only too willing to pay 
for the comfort and reassurance of the familiar So Amen 
can enterprise has produced American style hotels in al 
most every Old World capital, and if some wandenng 
westerner feels homesick there is always a HiUon close by , 
each, m the words of its founder, a ‘ hltle Amenca." As 
Daniel J Boorstin has remarked, “the traveler used to go 
about the world to encounter the natives A function 
the travel agencies now is to prevent this encounter ^ Is 
this kind of travel, nothing much changes but the names 
the city and country we can circle the globe without krr- 
mg home As Boorstin puts it, “the more we mos e abo^ ^ 
more difficult it becomes not to remain in the same 
Travel at home can likewise isolate from 
We have democratized movement to such a ■icr 
Mam Street is everywhere With greater speed, 

also had to enclose our cars Encapsulation is tht trre? 

and "the great expressways are a guarantee tbi; -’x err 
now drive thousands of miles without seec:: 

Having taken all sorts of precautions agars* sc 


• SielnbecV found the food “m the tatag cW- i-c— 
clean, taifel«s, colorless, and of a cwnplete ’ 

pungent moUc flavors arouse suspicion and CsLca 3 . 
rated " Tracel* tcith CharJey (Nen Yort 1^2 — 
bland ness of democratic recipes (vtrhether 
been noted by Boorsbn and many otben. ' 
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we find that “everywhere turns out to be much the same as 
everywhere else.” 

So we put radios and telephones and stereophonic 
tapes and television and bars in our cars, movies and or- 
gans and bar lounges in our planes, Muzak in the little 
vertical capsules we call elevators." Having set out, some 
of us find the journey intolerable unless we can use the 
time for something else, too. Because of the sameness of 
the roads and the sameness of the surroundings, we have 
even been known to doze off. All too many Americans go 
to sleep at the wheel. 

Such mobility can be lethal, and here the record 
seems shocking. What civilized nation commits the motor- 
ized slaughter of which we are guilty? Our accident tolls 
stagger the European imagination. By 1962, they ex- 
ceeded 41,000 killed and 1.5 million injured ever)' year 
(and they have been rising almost irresistibly, a count for 
1970 showed some 55,000 killed, 5 milhon injured). Still 
and all, our casualty rate per mile traveled if not per per- 
son is undoubtedly well below Europe's.^" To the returning 
traveler, who has seen something of the fretful malice of 
the French drivers, the recklessness of the Italians, or the 
casual irregularity of die English, our ordinary manner of 
'driving will seem astonishingly sedate. It is true that too 


” ttugged indiWdualists (or humorists) may just rebel. Stay At 
Home For A Change, once advised Hal Boyle. "Why not be different 
this year “If you go to a mountain or beach resort your wife 

will want to buy a bunch of fancy new dress-up feathers, and you'll 
probably both return mosquito-chawed, saddle sore from horseback riding, 
or burned the color of old leatlier from too many siestas in die sun. . . • 
Ideally, a vacation should provide a restful change from the ordinary and 
enable one to recharge his depleted energj' batteries. Where else can this 
be done better than at home?” (The Associated Press) Almost equally un- 
believable was a U.P.I. photo of a Yale sophomore conducting a “sitathon” 
in his room. His thesis: "It takes far more will power and concentration to 
slay in one place than dash off in all directions.” 
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Mauldin Draws Another War 
—From The Travelers Insurance Companies’ 

“1970 Book of Street, Highway, and Interstate Accident Facts" 
Reproduced hy courte^ of Bill Mauldin, copyright © 1970 by 
Bill Mauldin 


much horsepower, when combined with alcohol or )’Outh- 
ful irresponsibility, can malie a shambles of our express- 
ways, especially at holiday seasons or on summer week- 
end. Yet the same occasions see also the greatest press ^ ' 
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travelers on the road; and one has the impression that the 
steady accumulation of accidents, day by day, owes no lit- 
tle to the sheer unexampled volume of our traffic. After' all, 
don’t we spend more of our mortal moments on the road? 

Let me epitomize all this tantalizing, captivating, am- 
biguous, and even frustrating activity we call travel by a 
symbol. I live in Connecticut. And rising above the skyline 
of Hartford has for years stood a tower built by one of the 
insurance companies which have made the prosperity of 
that city. Appropriately it is called the Travelers Insurance 
Company — and a greenish light shines from the top. I like 
to see in this soaring landmark, with its beacon, an em- 
blem of all the romance, adventure, indigestion, health, 
wealth, freedom, taxes, and mortality brought to us by our 
roads. 


Here Today and Gone Tomorrow; 

The Business of Moving 

The cross-country motorist returns, if he is lucky, with 
only a dent or two in his fender. The skier rides back to 
college in his car or on a stretcher. The summer camper 
decamps with his trophies. The tourist whispers au revolt 
to Paris and flies home. Yet not always to the same house: 
instead often to a new domicile, on another street, perhaps 
even in a different town or state. Not all our tickets are 
round-trip, for we are engaged also in a second and more 
fundamental kind of movement: the changing of our 

PLACE OF RESIDENCE. 

1 his second kind of motion also goes on all the time 
and affects every one of us. We go to see new places, but 
to live in them, too. We hear of new jobs or opportunities, 
and hardly pause to put on our hats. If you or I began by 
Ic a\ ing home to go to college, then transferred to a major 
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university for business or professional training, then en- 
tered a firm or company m a town we had never seen — 
those may well have been }ust our first steps 

Careful observers have noted that the steeplechase of 
Amencan hfe seems to involve some regular or periodic 
jumps, with a number of them concentrated m adoles- 
cence or early maturity Statistically, the very young and 
the late teen-agers and young adults are the most mobile 
When babies are small they are “captive movers," still 
transportable and often transported The arrival of school 
age may then suggest to the parents resettlement near a 
belter school From that moment, however, and thereafter 
for perhaps the next ten years, botli parents and children 
are restrained by educational considerations After which, 
for the young boy or girl the normal process of growing up 
means going away to college — professional training or the 
first job— induction perhaps into the armed services for a 
spell — then marriage and striking out on ones ONvn At 
about age twenty-six, we again seem to show signs of set- 
tling down But then promotion, or new school-aged chil- 
dren, or a better business opportunity, or death or sickness 
m the family, or divorce and a new marriage, may trigger 
a fresh series of moves, a senes which normally spaces out 
and diminishes over the years until old age, and retire- 
ment with its problems, may impel one final jump to some 
milder clime Such changes of residence measure progress 
on life’s journey for the tribe called Americans they come 
close to ntes de passage 

Not all of us complete this uphill and downhill series, 
or swing through its gates with the same zest or speed Yet 
few of us get by without at least three removes The first 
Will have been ,n infancy, and involuntary, the second, for 
education For a joung man then to move away from his 
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parents and seek his fame and fortune in a new city is 
an immemorial and almost irresistible prescription — and 
population studies show that between the ages of seven- 
teen and twenty-seven the young woman is more mobile 
still. After that, however, marriage will put restraints on 
her movement, and for him the particular job or the gen- 
eral character of his vocation will either encourage or dis- 
courage further migration. This differentiation by voca- 
tion can be quite marked. Thus laNvyers and doctors and 
politicians tend to stay with their clients; whereas musi- 
cians, actors, impresarios, and theater producers practice a 
spasmodic displacement almost as a matter of course; and 
some university professors are now turned almost nomad. 

For people generally, education is also “a major de- 
terminant,” it has been reported, with both the rate and 
the distance of migration rising with each increase in edu- 
cation, Not only do migrants tend to be better educated 
than nonmigrants, but “the highest migration rates are for 
those at the top of the educational ladder.” “ Vice versa, 
persons at ( or near? ) the bottom of the economic ladder 
seem to be the least mobile or, in moving, move only short 
distances, often just around and around. 

Not surprisingly, it appears that “next to education, 
perhaps the best asset a \vorker can have is willingness to 
move ... to improve his employment status.” Lateral 
mobility and vertical mobility are often intimately con- 
nected and will operate independently (sometimes in dis- 

* It is wortli noting that most .academic retirement benefits now 
have to be tr.ansfcr.iblc, i.e., the professor has been learning to tabc his 
security with him (though some stale systems, like some corporations, try 
by nonvesting to lie their st.affs to their jobs). In unconscious tribute to 
the rcstiessness of our intellectuals, in 1968 The New York Review of 
Hooks told its subscribers that over 40;? of them were changing their ad- 
See ihc summar}' fn “America; A Nation of Migrants,” 
(March 196/); also William C, Greenough on “Have Drains, 
ill 1 mvel • .-Utitude, TIAA-CREF 1962 Annual Report. 
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regard) of the periodic transfer stations on life’s journey 
tong distance mo\es (over 100 miles) may be moli 
vated by marriage or retirement, but almost 90 per cent of 
such household mo\es, according to the American Movers 
Conference, are being paid for by the government or large 
corporations, with the corporations alone accounting for 
two-thirds of the transfers “ So a good deal of our trans 
continental experience is economically stimulated and 
controlled In business and industry wc move and have 
moved so much that we even take it for granted, shift em 
ployees about without scruple, build new factones in the 
back country, relocate the head office, order our junior ex 
eciitives to change departments and territories, and liardly 
hesitate to integrate business concerns many hundreds, 
even thousands of miles apart Sometimes the man goes on 
the road from Yankee peddler to Fuller Brush man, the 
traveling salesman has achieved a legendary reputation 
But more often than many of us realize, the whole family 
becomes involved Some while ago, m a two page adver- 
tisement m The New lorkcr, the Bank of New ^ork 
showed a man and his family about to set out, with station 
wagon loaded and an open truck waiting for their dish- 
washer and furniture The caption read (emphasis m the 
original) 

AMBITION 

to move ahead 

The t)pical Amencin is eager to take on new rcsponsi 
bililies ready to travel to move his home or 
business to a new city when it ts required 

Eighteen per cent of us — 34 million Americans — 
change our address every year And behind this mobility 
IS one of the driving forces of our dynamic economy — the 
abiUltj to change the desire to move ahead 

Change is so much a part of our social and economic 
environment, our organic pattern of growih that wc 



THE -MOVmG AMERICAN 

accept it without thinking of its significance to our way of 
life. This year American business will spend in the range 
of §38 billion on new plant and equipment . . . 

Make no mistake — ^America is on the moon. . . .* 

Copyright by the Bank of New York 

Small wonder tlmt the banks send out change-of- 
address blanks with every dividend check, or else ask you 
to correct the address in the space provided right on the 
check: “Have you moved recently? If so, please complete 
and mail this notice.” And if we are now required to sup- 
ply our Social Security number as well, may tliis not be at 
least in part because it seems a more stable identification 
than a transient address? Crazy as it sounds, people move 
so often and so carelessly that even close relatives may not 
know what’s become of them. Hence bequests wall go un- 
claimed, and tracing firms have to be created to run down 
cousins and grandnephews and other descendants, to pro- 
tect them from losing their share of an estate under the 
escheat laws. Meanwhile, the Bell Telephone people claim 
that they have done their part “to make fluidity more 
fluid” by an “Easy Move Plan”: to disconnect your old 
phone and get one in another territory ser\'’ed by the Bell 
system, you need only make a single call. 

The effects of all this regular or irregular residential 
displacement? Just as with travel, the business of moving 

* As }ong ago as 1921, in writing about “die neighborhood" for the 
American Journal of Sociology (27:161), R. D. McKenzie said the wage 
earner was fast becoming a sort of tourist who spends but a short period 
in each c'ommunity during his trip around the country." And commenta- 
tors, both here and abroad, have often remarked the intimate link be- 
tween mobility and economic change: fluidify of men and of skills has 
hc-en indispensable to industrialization. "Lucky the country." observ’ed 
The Lconomisl (Jan. 18, 196-1), "in which workers move smootldy from 
dcdimng to expanding industries, fronr stagnating communities to grow- 
ing Ofus, from obsolete crafts to the skills currently in demand. The 

American economy has always been thought to possess this key. . . .” 
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h« some consequences for our poblical e^nomy so sub- 
stanlial that we can hardly ignore them. For example, 
with the elements of our population m such flux and wit 
so many families moving and moving again, great demo- 
graphic and poblical drifts have become possible: Witness 
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the cumulative rush to the West Coast, the boom growth 
of Florida, the siphoning away of the preponderance of 
the Middle West.*' Meanwhile, a thousand petty rural 
streams feed population into the reservoirs we call cities. 
The Southern Negroes stream off the land in such numbers 
that they swamp and bankrupt our metropolitan centers. 


* Because )t js professionally and intellectually selective, mobility 
causes qualitahie ss well as quantitative shifts, draws talents of many 
kinds to our great centers, and stimulates a "brain dram" from the Old 
World to the New, from rural to wlsan enviroament, and from middle 
Amenca to the East and West coasts 

Of course not all our remuvak ate geographically purposeful or in 
the same directions, they may be and often are reciprocal, back and 
forth, around and around. People also guess wiong in moving, and come 
back, or go off in some new dtfecUon So the net balance of the popula- 
tion Or the blentj may be altered only fractionally The point remains, 
however, that people are not sitting still no matter which way the ball 
bounces, the populations of tnw towns are changing from day to day 
Their age, their 1 9 s, their ambitwros, and their jobs make u impossvhfe 
not to move It males one shiver a htUe to be toU that perhaps one out 
ol lour of ones immediate neighbon, and on the average one-quarter or 
mote of residents on the nearby streets, won't even be living m the 
same state ten years from now ° 



THE MOVING AMERICAN 


And three-quarters of our counties register a net loss of 
population by migration. So by and by a congressional re- 
apportionment makes it plain that in rather dramatic and 
uncomfortable ways the national centers of gravity have 
shifted. 


A second major socioeconomic by-product of all this 
shifting about is that astonishing and sometimes sordid 
trade in second- and third-hand houses which we call the 
real estate business.® 

A third is the strengthening of the trucking industry 
and the Teamsters Union by all that the moving vans and 
long-distance hauling can add (our Mayflowers of today 
have ten to fourteen wheels; and it is said to take some 
12,000 companies and 19,000 warehouses to keep our mi- 
grating millions on the road).^® Still a fourth consequence 
is a construction industry tar more active (and powerful) 
than might othenwse be expected. In 1955, an industrial 
economist predicted tiiat in the next decade more than 12 
million new houses would be built and $450 billion would 
be spent for new construction, with another $150 billion 
for maintenance and repair'^— all this in part because of 
population growth, but also because we are “traditionally 
rest ess and . . . eight or nine milHon families have 
moved their homes annually.” The year before, it had been 
predicted that 31 million persons would puU up stakes and 
move, with at least 3 per cent of them going to some other 
ate. And tliough Vietnam may have qualified some of 
these expectations, it has hardly arrested mobility. In 
1963 our annual migration appears to have been esti- 
mated at at least 40 million. We may never know the exact 

wlio h.ns nniltinlied ^uasi-predator)' disposition, 

tor. cvploTted £ ^ anccs- 
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om ceiws schedules ™V sample-bescd 

m the Umted Stales are »ot avarhWe, tt 

ZKacbpeda oj the SdmI Sciences bach m 1933, <l « 
tooL, Lvevci, that toencan workers are far more mo- 
biletotKeEuiopean’' 

So, even mote stnhngly, are our farmers In tiaai- 
UQoal societies the men on the land, the peasant classes, 
have seemed the guarantors of staUhty Hardly so, today, 
m cr here Even disregarding the seasonal ebb and Eow of 
migratory labor following the specialized crops, the insla* 
bthty of twentieth century farm residence and occupation 
has been phenomenal According to die 19Ji5 Census of 
Agncultute, only 25 per cent of all the farm operators and 
sharecroppers had been on their farms for as much as ten 
jeaxs, and 26 per cent had been there less than two And 
the Department of Agriculture estimated that the average 
fann family remamed on the same farm only five or six 
ye^ss 

A Utile later, Andre Siegfned, m America ot Mid- 
Century (1955), reported that mass migrations vvithm the 
country had 

made instaUhty a dominant trait People were moving 
rom to town, hom job to job and veiiy often did not 

toow who their grandfathers had been In 194 ? oniy 

V bved in the same 

hwasfteyhadmrn R«mtsv«pnsmgthal,as 

a*s lose their temtonal stability, psycholoacal in 

ecsKteW , Tr “ttc 
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dying in the house where he was bom? Certainly not the 
recent immigrants. For with them, as Siegfried also noted, 
lateral movement was a means of vertical movement as 
well With the older immigrants moving up the industrial 
ladder, as fresh arrivals took the lowest jobs, the same 
lodging might shelter in turn Irishmen, Italians, Russians, 
Negroes. And even after immigration restriction this 
movement appeared to continue, “for it is recorded that in 
the space of five years, in a certain district of New York 78 
per cent of the inhabitants changed their address.*^ 

Not to be outdone by farmer or immigrant worker, 
our blue-collar and white-collar workers in the service 
professions have taken to living in the suburbs, com- 
muting each day to work, and making a major move from 
house to house or suburb to suburb sometimes as often as 
once a year. The suburbs, after all, have been created by 
mobility, and for suburbanites the oscillations of which we 
nave been speaking are built in. 

Half traveler, half permanent transient is the com- 
muter, with some special problems of his own thrown in. “ 
His IS the Rush Hour. His is much of the traffic we en- 
counter on die expressways; and his are the accidents, too. 
Each morning and evening die metropolitan helicopters 
eep watch over his antlike writhings; and each day the 


distinct species of hom ” T;" commuting suburbanite as a 

compromL u-itli miZ commuting represents a kind of 

liave spnmc a sneci-^s T” if " bifocal existence seems to 
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lered and abandoned remains of what were once t\'o 
idred shiny new cars have to be hauled from New 
k’s streets and parhvays and expressways by the De- 
tment of Sanitation ^ 

TTie suburbs themselves are unstable. As dormitory 
/ns, as socially segregated or segregating enclaves in 

retreating countryside, theirs would seem a quite du' 
lie function Yet their character is rather as perches for 
Dple on the way up or the way down Even as favored a 
Dpping'off” place as Greemvich, Connecticut, sees the 
ne houses on the market every three or four years * 


By now, haven t we got enough status to move out of 
Wesfpori?" 

By John A Ruge, in The Saturday Review. February 9, 1963 

• a The !Siw York r.me, (N„v 24, 1964 ) quoted 

New COMOU tooeh of (ho DeerfeH County Ttuet Company « « 
* ■" ot 7i yeer, At a eoctta.l 
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But let us rather turn to the great centers of our popu- 
lation, to our cities. The dependence of our cities upon 
communication and transportation is beyond previous ex- 
perience, and far greater than that of ancient Rome on its 
fleets and tlie Roman roads. Without the American style of 
movement, New York, Chicago, and their sisters could 
hardly have been imagined, or created, let alone main- 
tained. Nor is this simply to call attention to the millions 
siphoned in and out each day, as commuters or as visitors, 
as young conquerors or as dispirited refugees. We might 
perhaps notice the relative magnitude of these transfu- 
sions, and the suffocation that sets in the moment our as- 
phalt arteries become clotted and the life-giving IraflSc 
crawls to a halt. But let us rather think for a moment 
about a special burden laid on our cities by mobility. I 
refer to the poignant problem of our American slums. 

How is it that in this land of opportunity, among this 
people of plenty, and especially in our “affluent” genera- 
tion, we have such shameful slums? The maldistribution 
of wealth? No doubt in part. The influx of poverty-stricken 
populations? Without question — that has been our his- 
tory: “Give me your poor . . as Emma Lazarus voiced 
it. Then overcrowding, discrimination, and exploitation? 
Certainly, Yet do not these answers miss one of the funda- 
mental peculiarities of our American slums? 

Why, after all, are they so hard to deal with? And 
why do they seem to threaten not just one part but every 
part of our modern city? Is it not perhaps because, when a 
district starts to become unattractive, many of the “better” 
people begin to move away, while the “minority groups” 


said tlic manager of n fancy foods store pensively, 'You miss them one 
day and then you learn they've moved to Dallas.’ ‘Different faces all the 
lime, said the conductor of a New Haven commuter train.” 
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irresistibly seep in? In our society it is relatively so easy to 
find new or better housing elsewhere that the substantial 
citizens choose to escape while there is time, instead of 
staying to fight the grim battle against decay Hence the 
heart and civic pride can go out of a ward with a discon- 
certing and irresistible suddenness Within one genera- 
tion, New York can lose the population and stabihty of its 
Upper West Side, and have gangs now roaming the streets 
near its Riverside vistas, while within the imposing shells 
of its blocked buildings Puerto Ricans and Southern 
blacks swarm In Europe such things move, or used to 
move, more slowly. In an Old World port one knew where 
the slums would be In Paris the arrondissements seem to 
be tenacious of character and resistant to change Whereas 
over here the slum is a disease that cannot be quarantined, 
a cancer that spreads, almost a gallopmg blight 

In this process one is struck by a second pecuhanty of 
our slums the conscienceless neglect of the dwellmgs 
The housing need not be poor to start with, all too often a 
fine residential distncl becomes involved Nor is it entirely 
the fault of landlords, rapacious as many prove themselves 
in exploiting the underpnvileged Nor is it because these 
new tenants are too poor (or have no pride) No Rather 
the answer is that they don’t seem to care where they live, 
or how they live, or what their place looks like — so long as 
they can have a television set, and a car to park at the 
curb In that car they can escape to greener pastures now 
and again? Yes But also to a higher level of aspiration 
The hot-rod, the maroon Pontiac, the ( third hand ) laven- 
der Cadillac these have been status symbols It is even 
sometimes more important to have a car that is shmy than 
to be sure it will run So we see how deeply the image of 
mobility has been absorbed into the Amencan dream For 
the underpnvileged it is not the real estate but the trans- 
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portation, not good cooking and home comforts but 
l)ucket seats and tlie car radio, not the family domicile but 
the power to move, that really matter. 

It may be granted that at least a few slum dwellers 
obviously take pride in a neat personal appearance, and 
for them a shiny car also represents a personal protest 
against an almost intolerable environment. Again, better 
housing may not be too easy to come by, given the added 
factor of simple ignorance on the part of the recent ar- 
rivals. On top of this last, I have been told, 

a slum infects the people in it with a gradual loss of in- 
terest in trying to keep their places clean. There is a pro- 
gressive hopelessness about the condition of the buildings, 
die litter and refuse in backyards, sidewalks and gutters. 
Why bother fighting dirt? You can’t beat the system.^- 

But why doesn’t a city make landlords and tenants 
clean up the refuse by simply enforcing the sanitary regu- 
lations? “Because this would be politically unpopular — or 
so it is believed,” Yet car registrations and drivers’ licenses 
are required of everyone, regardless of status or party 
vote, or residence in an “area of degeneration,” Which 
brings us back to the naked fact that people just don’t care 
enough about the look and smell of the slums to clean 
them up. 

The resulting neglect of the slum dwelling makes un- 
derstandable, though not necessarily successful, our great 
efforts at slum clearance and urban renewal by low-cost 
public housing. But will the tenants of the old dilapidated 
rookeries pay even what such tax-supported apartments 
will cost? And will they then stay, and help the social 
agencies to create in the district a new sense of community 
pride? Some better elements may, but the rest will prob- 
ably drift off, to honeycomb the neighboring sections of 
the city. Ironically, when a slum is tom down, no small 
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portion of the human population just “slopes” off and dis- 
appears So resettlement can be made to work perhaps 
only because a substantial part of the problem is not heard 
of again, or is only later discovered, in some “gray” area of 
the city, sharing unpaintcd flats wth some new race of 
transients just amved * The most discouraging thing 
about social work, m the premises, must be that it deals 
with an endless procession, and its human salvage opera- 
tions must forever be started over 

By contrast one might note the effort at urban re 
newal in New Haven, Connecticut I take it as a symbol of 
our spatial instabihty that, when Mayor Richard C Lee 
faced the flight of industry, population, and trade from his 
city, and moved to cut out the rot that was eating at its 
vitals, he first tore down the worst slum section, then built 
m its place an eight-Iane concrete “Connector” to the new 
Connecticut turnpike, then on the edge of the Connector 
and m the very heart of New Haven commissioned the 
creation of a spectacular mullidevel, open-air parking ga- 
rage Next to which was then erected a gleaming hotel 
The salvation of a city by circulation? No less 


On and On; The Plaint of the Open Road 
Movement means hfe To the Amencan it is not “I thmk, 
therefore I am," but ‘T move, so Tm alive ” The genera- 
tions and the occupations demand it Our urban concen- 
trations would suffocate without it Our social ambitions 
are only possible in these terms 

* It seemi to me that the refoimen and the economists, sociologists, 
puUic health people, and politicians have been too slow to recognlre and 
loo timid to face the unstable reality of the American slum Obviously 
they haven’t paid nearly enou^i attentioa to mobility to population flows 
which can overwhelm the best planned to group instabilities -which 
wll male mochery of welfare budgets or public housing plans 
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So, look where we will, society is in motion. To Amer- 
icans old or new, from farm or city, in business or the pro- 
fessions, to move has become almost as natural as to 
breathe. And if by some freak accident you or I live where 
our ancestors did, or have become attached to our resi- 
dences and not anxious to leave, a new superhighway, or 
condemnation by public authority, may simply force us to 
go — with only such compensation as the loss of house and 
lot may suggest. No damage can be done to the psyche, or 
none that will be recognized by the courts or public opin- 
ion. Moving, after all, is no hardship. 

On the contrary, the American psyche would really 
suffer if it were made to sit still. As Lyman Bryson re- 
marked, “We are restless because of incessant change, but 
we would be frightened if change were stopped.” Just so. 
Motion has become to many of us an emotional necessity. 
There is in us an unconquerable restlessness: a “third 
force” in our lives. 

We may “travel,” or we may “move,” but why do we 
KEEP ON MOVING? Presumably each kind of motion has its 
reasons. Each year we may take a trip and return, and be 
moved to these journeys by curiosity or sense of adven- 
ture, by the hope of recreation and fun, by renewal of 
family ties(l), by the romance of far places and visions of 
unknown splendor — and all this we may simply call travel. 
Alternatively — ^being put in motion by professional oppor- 
tunity or hope of gain, social ambition, administrative ne- 
cessity, or public compulsion — we may go so far as to 
change our residence: a second and more substantial ra- 
tionale of movement. Yet some Americans keep moving 
also when tliere is no reason, no fun or gain in prospect, no 
necessity. In season or out, they keep on and on and seem 
helpless to stop. 

Arc we to call this habit? Have we moved so much. 
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for good reasons, that we keep on in a sort of mindless, 
good natured way? Or is it not more often a strange rest- 
lessness, a sort of gnawng uneasiness, an inner instability 
or psychological compulsion? \Vhatever the name, or the 
emotions involved, this urge can be pervasive and sur 
pnsingly powerful Few of us have escaped it entirely 
And some have been so infected by this fever, this recur- 
rent spatial itch, that they have become homeless wan- 
derers all their hves John Steinbeck desenbed the breed 
Possibly he was one himself He began his Travels with 
Charley In Search of Amcnca 

^Vhen I was very y oung and the urge to be someplace else 
was on me, I was assured by mature people that malunty 
would cure this itch Ulien years desenb^ me as mature, 
the remedy presenbod was middle age In middle age I 
was assured that greater age would calm my fever and 
now that I am fifty eight perhaps sendity will do the job 
Nothing has w*orked Four hoarse blasts of a ship's whistle 
sbll raise the hair on my neck and set my feet to tapping 
The sound of a jet an engine warming up, even the clop- 
ping of shod hooves on pavement bnngs on the ancient 
shudder, the dry mouth and vacant eye the hot palms 
and the chum of stomach high up under the nb cage In 
other words I don I improve in further words once a 
bum always a bum I fear the disease is incurable 
Again 

When the Mrus of restlessness begins to take possession of 
a wayward man and the road from Here seems broad and 
straight and sweet, the vicbm must first find m himself a 
good and sufficient reason for gomg This to the practical 
bum IS not difficult He has a built in garden of reasons to 
choose from 
And again 

We find after ) ears of struggle that we do not take a tnp 
a tnp takes us I was to see over and over in om 
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part of the nation — a burning desire to go, to move, to get 
under way, anyplace away from Here. They spoke quietly 
of how they wanted to go someday^ tG Hiove about, free 
aria unanchored, not toward something but away from 
something. I saw this look and heard this yearning every- 
where in every state I visited. Nearly every American 
hungers to move. . . . 

“Lord! I wish I could go.” 

“Don’t you like it here?” 

“Sure. It’s all right, but I wish 1 could go.” 

“You don’t even know where I’m going.” 

“I don’t care. I’d like to go anywhere.” . . 

Historically, this breed is not unfamiliar. By all ac- 
counts the old frontier knew many unstable characters. In 
our westward expansion through America’s rich farm- 
lands, it wasn’t just the hired hands who kept moving. In- 
deed, the Yankee instinct to move on was said to be so 
irresistible that "if hell lay in the west, they would cross 
heaven to reach it” — and hell, or another purgatory of 

restlessness, was often exactly what they found. On the 
Kansas plains and elsewhere, the frontier was so unstable 
that even the minimal five-year residence requirement of ' 
the Homestead Act proved malsuited (the “farmers” just 
wouldn't wait that long). Then in California, as tlie over- 
land trail ended, the vagrants accumulated.® And yester- 

* Pick lip the United States by the state of Maine, and everything 
loose will roll down to Los Angeles”? 

Correspondent Michael Frayn reported for The Observer (London) 
that; Iliimhcrt irnmlrorl, driving Lolita endlessly from motel to motel, 
lis'cd out one of the most fundamental of all American mytlis, the idea 
that you can always move on , people pack up and move on an im- 
pulse; one of the first people I spoke to here [L.A.l had left Buffalo hc- 
cause there was a snowstorm on, driven 1,000 miles with his family to 
.\feniphis, rcnnessce, got stuck in a traffic jam tlicrc, and decided some- 
where in the jam to turn right and continue the odd 1,800 miles out to 
t e coast. A lot of people then seemed to feel that California was the 
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day in our cities, which arc the end and the beginning of 
so many |oumc)’ings, the beatnik temperaments were fol- 
lowing Kerouac, or dreaming of the open road. For the 
liippic” generation, we are told, music and marijuana are 
the preferred opiates. But is there not also a good deal of 
moving about, of sudden arrivals and departures, of psy- 
chic restlessness seeking release? ” Pain can be stilled by 
keeping going, their actions would seem to say. To the sul- 
len and unfulfilled there comes always the word of some 
other place. In the words that Alan Jay Lcmer put in the 
mouth of an old gold seeker in Point Your Wagon ( 1952), 
“some folks ain’t never meant to have a home 

I was bom under a W'and'rin star. 

1 was bom under a wand’rin star. 

Stayin' pul can kill ya, 

Standin’ still's a curse. 

To settle dov-n can drive )'a mad 
But movin’ on is worse. 

I was bom under a wand’rin star. 

When I learned to talk the word they taught me was 
“good-by" 

Tlial and “\Vheres my hat?" arc all 111 need until I die 
Achin’ for to stop and aK'’ajs achin’ for to go, 


rnc! of the line and, if they didn't like it, “lurned to religion or drugs or 
shot themselves. But there seem to be plenty who keep circulating — 
from one part of California to another, from Califomu to Arizona, from 
Arizona back to CaLfomla, and perhaps out to Florida for their holi- 
days . . “Frayn in America On the Bead,” The Observer (London), 
Sov, 20, 1966 The remark about the Homestead Act I take from James 
Malm, “Mobihtj* and History.** Agnculturol History (October 1913), 
XV1I:181. From a century ago corocs “There are three wants which can 
never be satisfied, that of the nch who want something more, that of the 
sick who want something different, and that of the traveller who saj-s 
'Anywhere but here ’ " Emcnon, Conduct of Life 




THE MOVING AMERICAN 


Searchin' but for what I never will know. 

I was bom under a wand’rin star , . 

Copyright 1951 by Alan Jay Leroer and Frederick Loewe. Used 
by permission of Chappell & Co„ Inc. 

Who are our wanderers today? They are of many 
lands. Excluding die Gypsies (who are alleged to flourish 
in American social conditions and to swarm in our open 
campsites^®), one can still identify a handful of old hobos 
or “wobblies”: men who rode the rods and followed the 
rails from town to town — men Uke “Bigtown” Gorman, 
who was elected king of the hobos and who supported 
himself with odd jobs for sixty years — men like Scissors 
Sam, who is no longer running from anything but travel- 
ing just to be traveling: “It’s a disease,” says Sam. There 
are also the types they scorned: the tramps of b or 
drifters who do no work but become mission stiffs and 
winos, or “Sally Tramps” (going from one Salvation Army 
post to another).®® 

In succession to the freight train hobos, our automo- 
bile culture has given rise to the hitchhiker, who may be 
just a youngster trying to save money, or a soldier on 
leave, or a man looking for a job, but who may instead 
turn out to be a bemused dreamer, or a perpetual “loser,” 
or even someone quite unpleasant and dangerous. 

Perhaps hundreds of thousands of our modem wan- 
derers have been on the road for years, in their own cars, 
begging from gas station attendants and obsessed with 
moving on. These “jalopy nomads,” on their endless trips 

* Those who love such music (old and new) tell us that folk songs 
.ire full of the sad plaints of wandering: “Look down, look down that 
lonesome road, / Hang down your head and cry.” “Man’s gotta go some- 
where, can't stay where he is." 

Nail your shoes to the kitchen floor, 

Lace them up and bar the door .. . . 

For I can’t help but wonder where I’m bound, 
where I’m bound. 
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"Aye, ’tU «id when New York's sales tax jumped to seven per 
cent he slipped across the Une /nto Connecticut And when 
Connecticut passed its tax package he fled to New Hamp- 
shfre. And now. the legend goes, he flees from state to state 
forever." 

— The Sew Yorher, September 25 , 1971 
Drawing by Ed Fisher; Copyright © 
1971 TJic New Yorker Magazine, Inc. 

to nowhere, seem to be increasing in numbers and often 
they may travel in families or groups. As Barbara Carter 
has described tlicm, 

. . . they are Southern tenant fanners who have been 
pushed oS the land by mechanization; skilled and semb 
skilled wtirkers displaced by automation; families from 
distressed areas such as parts of Pennsylvania, West Vir- 
gim'a, and the mountains of Kentucky; teen-age school 
dropouts hitchhiking across the country; abandoned 
young mothers with chadren looking for relatives to help 
them; occasional schizophrenics who have been released 
from hospitals under the new drug therapy — in short any 
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of the various combinations of the unemployed, the un- 
skilled, and the unwanted. Many of them are Negro, and 
many of them are illiterate.^* 

Many, perhaps all too many, are sick: eroded or er- 
ratic personalities, visionaries without anchorage in reality, 
lost souls. Does constant movement attract the unbalanced 
— and perhaps increase the unbalance? Our demograph- 
ers and sociologists have not yet decided these issues, 
but I am convinced it does both. The pathological 
restlessness, the refusal to face problems,' the inability to 
plan, the rejection of friends and neighbors, the self- 
, separation from mankind, the resort to loneliness as to a 
drug: these are signs of less than good health. Rates of 
admission to mental hospitals seem to be higher for mi- 
grants. Homeless men turn out to have deviant histories. 
Migratory children not only develop behavioral difficul- 
ties, but then contribute out of proportion to crimes of vio- 
lence, and perhaps later to a second generation of dis- 
turbed vagrants.^^ 

In common experience, the misfits and failures, the 
petty gangsters and confidence men, all follow a wander- 
ing star. Yet so, too, do many crusaders and missionaries in 
search of new sinners, new sufferings, and new visions of 
perfection. The star does beckon to some with hope, for it 
can mean freedom, and another chance at goodness or 
power. But for many it is a lodestone whose influence is 
baleful and ultimately destructive. It draws men away 
from society and civilization; it sets experience and author- 
ity at defiance; it evades the law and disintegrates conven- 
tion. Many travelers under this sign travel light, for they 
have abjured the past; they have abandoned the arts, the 
ethical codes, and the power systems, along with many of 
the creature comforts and emotional reassurances which 
civilized communities have painfully put together. Wander- 
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mg IS for the “marginal man It selects the anonjmous 
and the defeated 'beat up in one place where nobody 
loves me — moved to another place where nobody hnows 
me ” 

Repeated displacement also has a simphfjing and exag. 
gcrativc effect Like our westward movement, or some 
great oilcrackmg process, it seems to distiU out special 
1)^05 Often the detached individual is driven to brooding 
fixations, or is encouraged to go to extremes At the end of 
siicli lonely trails have emerged the Daniel Boones and the 
wilderness prophets, the Johnny Appleseeds and Billy 
Siinda)s, the Joseph Smiths and John BrovvTis and Lee 
Harvc) Oswalds, the men who find salvation m some ob- 
scssivcidca 

In fairness vve should also note some accidental bene- 
fits As has been suggested (by Sorokin in Sociel Mo 
the individual encounters, the unexpected atomic 
collisions, the stepped up reciprocal bombardment of 
ideas conduce to comparisons, imitations, even inventions 
by analogy or the creation of new ideas May not at least 
one good reason for the proverbial inventive ingenuity of 
the Yankees have been a release from provincial assump- 
tions and unthinking repetitions by an intense circulation 
of miscellaneous ideas, and by all sorts of encounters with 
odd customs and strange devices— -experiences wluch 
came from or were stimulated by their own restless trav- 
els? 

If restlessness leads to cxpenmentation, to an accept- 
ance of change, and a special fondness for the new’, no 
doubt it ma^ also be ^aid to widen our opportunities, en- 
courage our optimism, give us a rebirth of freedom and a 
reassuring sense of elbow room Unquestionably, mobilu 
encourages activit) Wc are an activist, not a seden>* 
people 
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Yet when our actions are successful, then are we often 
still not content — ^but must improve upon what works, 
abandon what is old. For such spirits, one suspects. 
Heaven would be a suffocation — unless indeed it had 
many mansions,® each a little further on and promising to 
be different from the last. Meanwhile, on earth, “our na- 
tional motion sickness” seems to have a deleterious effect 
on our earthly abodes. “Moving On , . . encourages the 
impermanent, makeshift atmosphere which renders some 
places in America so ripe to be Moved On from.”^'* Wan- 
dering feeds on itself? 

However such mysteries may be decided, long ago 
movement became for some an end in itself, an incurable 
longing, a narcotic loneliness, whose victims were always 
achin' for to stop and always achin’ for to go: searchin’ for 
what they never did know. As Edna St, Vincent Millay put 
it in her poem, “Departure”: 

It’s little I know what’s in my heart, 

What’s in my mind is little 1 know, 

But there's that in me must up and start, 

And it’s little I care where my feet go. 


So mobility today is hardly a simple or an innocent way of 
living. Rather, reflection suggests that movement with us 
derives from no one source. It can be of markedly different 
kinds. It serves a diversity of ends. Turn by turn its mood 

* The same goes for Greek islands, as witness the Special Travel 
Issue of Vogue, April 15, 1971. “Wc find nowadays that staying in one 
place for more than — shall we say — three months is intolerable” (Rich- 
ard Burton on ‘Travelling with Elizabeth”). ‘‘I dream of going to a 
Greek Island to stay montlis on end, hut after a week I can’t wait to 
move on. . . . My tempo has been established. . . . 'The treacherous 
tiling alxmt travclUng so much is that it becomes a way of life” (Valerian 
Bybar), ^ 
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may be playful, purposeful, or psychotic We may take to 
the road for recreation, occupation, or evasion, or simply 
because it has become an obsession, alternative to some- 
thing even more impossible, that is, standing still “Re- 
fugees,” Lenin has been credited with saying, “refugees 
are people who vote with their feet" And m America 
nearly everyone votes, but with wheels, and for the most 
extraordinary conglomeration of programs, soaal, eco- 
nomic, political, or strictly neurotic. 

In this headlong world of ours, our emotional and cul 
tural drives have become so blended and confused and so 
intimately involved with spatial activity that moving and 
moving again have become almost second nature The dis 
placement of men is an indispensable component in our 
technology Without spatial movement, no social improve- 
ment, either Our work and our play, our cities and our 
countrysides, our taxes and our eating habits, our pleas- 
ures and our pains, our hopes and our fears are inextri- 
cably tied up with mobihty 

Perhaps we must abo face the fact that contmuity m 
place has never been what most of us New World charac 
ters has e been looking for, but rather freedom, opporluni ty, 
novelty, change So, on our perpetual quest, stability has 
come to seem somehow reprehensible, and * permanent” a 
dirty word As has been noted by foreigners, but not al 
ways with understanding the American seems to have no 
foundation, and feu ties with the past Here today, he will 
be gone tomorrow — and he couldn’t care less for yester- 
day To put this a little differently, either by accident or by 
design, engagement with motion has produced disengage 
menl from memory Indeed, with man> of us, what is past 
has been passed and deliberately left behind “He is an 
Amencan,” observed Crevecoeur almost two hunted 
}'ears ago, “who leaves behind his ancient prejud!, 
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manners.” “Let the dead past bury its dead,” was Longfel- 
low’s very American advice. “The past is a bucket of 
ashes,” insisted Carl Sandburg in his century. And only re- 
cently Margaret Mead found herself explaining our ability 
to block out the past with a kind of innocence staggering 
to the European: “Nostalgia for the past is out of place 
among a people who must always be moving, to a better 
job, a better house, a new way of life. To the immigrant 
from Poland . . . nostalgia for the past way of life is an 
acute threat to good adjustment.” And so it is to wan- 
derers of every kind: to the hippie or the traveling sales- 
man, to the young man on the make or the blue-collar 
couple who have just moved to the suburbs, to the rising 
young executive and his wife, or to our ambitious scien- 
tists and professionals. 

The American must look forward, not back. His 
memory must be as short as his trail is long. For he was 
born under the sign for the uprooted and the homeless, 
the sign of the wandering star. 
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JieBections on 
the liome that moves 


Writing home from England, a century ago, Edward Ever- 
ett Halo explained to his young son about the Hale family 
anccstiy: 

... I believe il was from . . . Canterbury that Itobert 
Hale came who was a good blacksmith who lived at 
Charlestowm. . . . Then his son [Jphn] went to Beverly, 
and liis son Samuel svent to Newburyport, and his son 
Richard >vent to Coventry (Conn.), and his son Enoch 
went to Weslhampton, and bis son Nathan went to Bos* 
ton, and his son Edward went to Boxbury; where his son 
Philip wifi go I do not know, — but they ail seem to have 
a disposition to live ifi a different place from their 
father’s.* 

In seven generations the English Hales had got as far 
as Roxbur)'. Possibly that u'as because they w'’*-'* ’■«- 
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volving about Boston, the hub of the Brahmin universe. In 
the same generation but out of a quite difFerent State ( and 
state of restlessness and feeling about ancestors), an Illi- 
nois railsplitter with the equally English name of Lincoln 
opined: "I don't know who my grandfather was; I’m much 
more concerned to know what his grandson will be.” * 

Over and over again the older families, the intellec- 
tuals and the Eastern elites, had been converted to or 
swamped by this human restlessness and social instability. 
In 1917, President Hadley of Yale, congratulating a Super- 
intendent of Schools for half a century of public service, 
wrote mournfully: “In these days of change, fifty years of 
continuous service anywhere indicates the sort of thing 
that our country needs and of which it gets far too little. I 
remember President Eliot saying that the most ominous 
thing to him about the future of the republic was the fact 
that so few lived in the same houses where their grand- 
fathers did.’ ^ The presidents of Harvard and Yale evi- 
dently agreed as to the drift — and regretted it. But of 
course not everyone thought about it the same way. Thus, 


The tribal wanderings of the forgotten Lincolns had begun in 
1636 with a landing at Salem and settlement at Hingham by Samuel Lin- 
co n, weaver; removal to Cohasset by his son Mordecai, ironmaster and 
mi er; rmoval of his son, Mordecai II, also a blacksmith, first to Covell’s 
j m ew Jersey, then to the vicinity of Reading, Pennsylvania. His 
son John, a weaver, had acquired “the roving spirit” and lit out for Lin- 
r*- Shenandoah; John’s son Abraham bought land from his 

fnend, Daniel Boone, along the Wilderness Road near Louisville in Ken- 
uc 'y, an w i e clearing it was killed by an Indian arrow. What next 

laj^ene to is young son Thomas, and to Thomas’s son Abraham, is re- 
corded m our histories. 


ancestors is quoted in Edmund Fuller, 
"A 1. characteristic American sentiment; 

ancestors confesses that he belongs to a 
I i ^ her dead than alive”). The migrations of the early 

"The Lincoln - Family 

^ck. My Country (Litchfield. Conn., Spring 1971), vol. V, no. 2. pp. 
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the future Yale graduate and musical iconoclast Charles 
Ives. cet. ten, when told by his father that it was Mslom- 
aty to start and finish pieces iiv the -same key, said that 
was as sdly as having to die in the same house you were 
born in ” * 



The BRADSTREETRRM 

69w{et(, «nas5. 
E$Tft 8 U 5 HeOlN !635 
, 6 V HUMPHREVBl^DSTREET 
i ANPOWNEPaV 

I the SAWE FAmiLV 
CONTtNUOUSV/ 

1 rokmyeARsr 


— Ripley, '^^leve-ltoT-Hot, 1952 


“We can put our children on wheels to see the world,” 
reflected H S. Canby in 1934, “but we cannot give them 
the kind of home that any town provided in the nineties, 
not at any price." * “ ^ 


• The exdamation mark a wthenbc Amencan — G W P 

{Those Days 
way to become 

fababihng the houwi where they were bom. bol I coiS 
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Home? Home” is a lovely old English word. It speaks 
to the heart of inexpressible things. The lawyers and jus- 
tices of old England had made it a bastion of individual 
liberty: a man’s home was his castle — Domtis sua cuique 
iutissimum rejugiurrv ’ — and not to be searehed without 
warrant. Our own forefathers had shaped it into the basic 
industrial unit of our free society and an almost sacred in- 
stitution: the hearth of affection, the nursery of idealism, 
the fountainhead of morality, and the focus of personal 
freedom. Here the young had been taught their first letters 
and their responsibilities. Wishing to expand our republic 
and to multiply our independent, families, our fathers had 
then voted themselves free homesteads. Feeling so strongly, 
they made songs for the world to sing, about “Home, 
Sweet Home”: , . 

Mid plea-surcs and palaces though we may roam, 

Be it ever so humble, there’s no place like home. 

One thinks of Stephen C. Foster’s “My Old Kentucky 
Home,” and perhaps also of that World War I song: “Keep 
the Home Fires Burning.” 

Yet over those same centuries some odd things had 
.apparenUy been happening to that symbol or family 
am. ac in the Old World, “home” had acquired a 
major meaning:® to empire builders and to trav- 


about’?amil^!!n** stimulated a country editor to add: "You don’t hear 
Marchs, 1904. because they aren’t.”— Brighton-Pittsford Post, 

nitions: "1 English Dictionary gives nine distinct defi- 

abodi-the VetrfJ' Z A dwelling place, house, 

• • • 3. The nHop r a family or household — one’s own abode 

4. TJie grave or futurr*lrnf ^ ^*"6 “r nurturing, ^vith its associations; 

or state, in which one nron^l ''k V* home’); 5. A place, region 

or where one finds r^r ^ olongs, in which one’s affections centre, 
one's native land the ^ satisfaction; 6. One’s own country, 

land, the place where one’s ancestors dwelt; 7. The seat. 
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Home? “ITorne” is a lovely old Eoglisli word. It speaks 
to the heart of inexpressible things. The lav/yers and jus- 
lices of old England had made it a bastion of individual 
liberty: a man’s home was his castle— 7:)omu.s s«a cuiqm 
iuiissimum refugiurrv ’ — and not to be searched without 
warrant. Our own forefathers had shaped it into the basic 
industrial unit of our free society and an almost sacred in- 
stiUition; the hearth of affection, the nursery of idealism, 
the fountainhead of morality, and the focus of personal 
freedom. Here the young had been taught their first letters 
and their responsiVnlities. Wishing to expand our republic 
and to multiply our independent families, our fathers had 
tlien voted themselves free homesteads. Feeling so strongly, 
they made songs for the world to sing, about “Home, 
Sweet Home”; 


'.Mid pleasures and palaces though v-'c may roam, 

Be it ever so humble, there’s no place like home. 

One thinks of Stephen C. Foster’s “My Old Kentucky 
Home,” and perhaps also of that World War I song: “Keep 
thf; Home Fires Burning.” 

Yet over those same centuries some odd things had 
apparently l)een happening to that symbol or family 
dream. Back in the Old World, “home” had acquired a 
.‘.econd major meaning:® to empire builders and to trav- 


Wliich ttimnlatea a country editor to add; “You don't licar 
Jlanh Brighton-Pittsford Post, 


rhe Shoftcr Oxford Engllrh Dlclirmary giVc'. nine distinct dcfi- 
o|t>ons-. 1. A xAhg,: or trnvn (OE A ME); 2. A dwelling place, house, 
ai.od.>~tt,.- M residence of a family or houschold-ono’s ov/n abode 
t Ti *' P see of ones dv/elling or nurturing, v/itli its associations; 
or home'); 5. A place, region 

O' Vli c * B'^P'^By belongs, in v/hieh one’s affections centre, 
o Js ntiv"'; satisfaction; 0. One's ov/n country, 

ones nnt,ve hand, the place where one’s anctrstors dwelt; 7. Tl.c scat. 
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dors It meant their native land — to Englishmen particu- 
larly as they began to venture out from their tight little 
isle One stumbles on this usage in their songs, and in their 
boohs Shakespeare had the foreknowledge 

Ay, now I am in Arden the more fool I 
When I was at home I vv'as m a better place, but 
travellers must be content 

As You Like It 

In Oliver Goldsmith’s The Traveller one finds 

Such IS the patriot's boast, where’er he roam, 

His first best country ever is at home 

In Scott’s Lay of the Last Mtnstrel echoes the home- 
sick cry of those who die abroad "unwept, imhonorcd, 
and unsung” 

Breathes there a man with soul so dead, 

Who never to himself hath said, ^ 

This IS my own my native landl 

Whose heart has nc* er within him bum’d 
As home liis footstcpshchath turn’d 
From wandering in a foreign strand? 

Alexander Pope insisted that homebodies were more 
content 


Happy the man, whose wish and care 
A few paternal acres bound. 

Content to breathe his native air 
In his own ground 

Ode on Sohiude 

And Pope also spotted something else In leaving home, 


centre, or native habitat 8 An inrtitDtkm providing refuge or test, and 
9 In games the place In which one is free from attack, the goaL"^ 
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Englishmen risked losing it: a house was not a home, un- 
less dwelt in: 

I find by all you have been telling 
That ’tis a house, but not a dwelling. 

Upon the Duke of Marlborough's 
House at Woodstock 

So in going abroad Englishmen were substituting 
country for home — ^and perhaps losing both? 

Horses, oxen, have a home 
When from daily toil they come; 


All things have a home but one — 

Thou, O Englishman, hast none! 

SHELLEY, 

The Mask of Anarchy 

Unless of course his religion offered him an ultimate and 
truer "liome.” For Jesus had gone ahead “to prepare a 
place’’ for all believers, in God’s house of many mansions. 
After the life temporal, the life eternal. And after sin and 
suffering in this vale of tears, the hope of immortality and 
a Ireavenly home. In a sense both symbolic and real, ever 
since the fall of Adam and Eve and their expulsion from 
the Garden of Eden, the people of tlie Hebraic tradition 
had always felt themselves in physical and spiritual exile 
— ^while over and over again the believing Christian had 
been reassured that he was on a pilgrimage toward a more 
perfect resting place or “home.” 

Here in the body pent. 

Absent from Him 1 roam. 

Yet nightly pitch my moving tent 
A day’s march nearer home. 

JAMES MONTGOMERY, 

At Home in Heaven 
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One thinks also of Cardinal Newman’s “The night is dark 
and I am far from home. Lead Thou me on! 

From such memories, devoUonaU, and fragments of 
song, does one not get the suggestion that the colonizmg 
Englishmen were already somewhat detached from their 
abodes? At the very least, m crossing the Atlantic, they 
would have to tty to resettle and make new homes m a 
savage New World And if they were at the same tune Dis- 
senters, outcasts both political and religious, eicpatnated 
by the Reformation, m exile hke the Children of Israel but 
on a Pilgrim’s Progress, then these new homes might from 
the start seem rather temporal dwellings on that journey 
toward a better life hereafter For Heaven was their desti 
nation Inevitably to both Pilpims and Adventurers there 
was something makeshift and transitory about their first 
New World dweibngs 

Then as the original colonisU died, and the genera- 
tions passed and the fervor of the Reformation cooled, and 
fur trade and farming drew people inland, there came the 
experience of the second and third transplanting and be- 
fore long an acceptance of detachment from the ancestral 
hearth The young would rather make their homes farther 
on They would subdue the forest wilderness, plow the 
praines, “settle’’ the whole West For increasing numbers, 
the continent rather than Heaven became the manifest 
destination By the 1850 s, our homely poet John Green 
leaf ^Vhlttle^ was celebrating the new mission 
We crossed the piames as of old 
The pilgrims crossed the sea. 

To make the West, as di^ the East, 

The homestead of the free! 

The Kansas Emigrants 

For many footloose children and their children’s chil 
dren their home became the whole landscape or the 
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great out-of-doors. This American tendency to make ones 
countr)' rather than one’s house one’s home had already 
been justified by that lofty transcendentalist, Ralph Waldo 
Emerson: 

Go where he nill, the %vise man is at home. 

His hearth the eartli,— -his hall the azure dome;* 

Wood Notes, 1, 1, 3. 

Olh'er Wendell Holmes also felt called upon to defend our 
earth-cruising habits: 

Where we love is home. 

Home that our feet may leave but not our hearts. 

Homesick in Heaven 

A prophet of a different order was Natlianiel Haw- 
thorne, who could see in stability a kind of enemy, and in 
a home the implication of a prison. In his The House of 

® As Earl H. Rovat has so suggestively put it in his “The American 
Concept of Home”: “And the individual traveler — the American — ^is seen 
in this current of American literature and painting as man against the 
sky, man in the open air, exposed directly to the vast elemental forces 
of nature witliout the cov er of houses or social institutions or estabh’shed 
traditions over his head. If he is to have a home, it can be nothing less 
than the entire universe; and if he is to be at home, he must be at one 
with all time and space.” 

Rovit goes on; "A historic American problem which has become 
universal for Western man in our century, has centered around the di£R- 
t.ultics of establishing a settlement in the wilderness, or westing out of 
file chaos and flux of life a secure dwelling place for the spirit — a home, 
a community, a civilization . , . 

From ICOi to about 1917, and probably past that date{!], the 
dominant habit of American life has been movement — -migration first 
from the Old \^'orld to the New, and migration unceasingly since within 
the shifting social context of the New World. This movement, character- 
ized by a mobiiit)’ not only through geographical space, but also through 
1 1C intangible barriers of class and caste, has made permanence, solidity 
and rootedness anomalies in the American scene, artificially achieved 
on a temporaiy basis under certain conditions . , . but achieved only 
to bo destroyed by time and resurrected by nostalgia. . . .” The 
American Schotar (Autumn I960), XXIX:521, 523, 526-7. 
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the Seven Gables, one of the inmates, a moving American 
named Holgrave, had this to say 

“But we shall live to sec the day, I trust, when no man 
shall build his house for posterity Why should he? He 
might just as reasonably order a durable suit of clothes, 

— leather, gutla percha, or whatever else lasts longest, — 
so that his great grandchildren should have the benefit of 
them, and cut precisely tlie same figure m the world that 
he himself does If each generation were allowed and ex 
pected to build its own houses, that single change, com- 
paratively unimportant in itself, would imply almost every 
reform which society is now suffering for 1 doubt whether 
even our pubhc edifices — our capitols, state houses, city- 
halls, and churches— ought to be built of such permanent 
materials as stone or brick It were better that they should 
crumble to ruin, once m twenty years, or thereabouts, as a 
hint to the people to examine into and reform the institu 
tions which they symbolize " 

Again, Hawthorne had Cbfford explain as he escapes on 
the tram from Colonel Pyncheons gabled monument 

this admirable invention of the railroad — with the 
vast and inevitable improvements to be looked for, both 
as to speed and convemence — is destined to do away with 
those stale ideas of home and fireside, and substitute 
something better ” 

“In the name of common sense,’ asked [the ticket 
collector], “what can be belter for a man than his own 
parlor and chimney comer?“ 

“rhese things have not the merit which many good 
people attribute to them” replied Clifford “They may be 
said, in few and pithy words, to have dl served a poor 
purpose My impression is, that our wonderfully increased 
and sbll increasing facilities of locomotion arc desbned 
to bring us round again to the nomadic stale 

. These railroads arc positively the greatest 
blessing that the ages have wrought out for us They give 
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us wings; they annihilate the toil and dust of pilgrimage; 
they spiritualize travel! Transition being so facile, what 
can be any man’s inducement to tarry in one spot? Why, 
therefore, should he bxiild a more cumbrous habitation 
than can readily be carried off with him? Why should he 
make himself a prisoner for life in brick, and stone, and 
old worm-eaten timber, when he may just as easily dwell, 
in one sense, nowhere, — ^in a better sense wherever die fit 
and beautiful shall offer him a home?” ® 

So memories, habits, and institutions might become a 
handicap? And homes were the enemies of change? As the 
prophet of living everywhere and nowhere, Hawthorne 
was anticipating the twentieth century, Americans were to 
be pilgrims of a different sort, he seemed to suggest, on the 
road to a better life here on earth. Our true progress 
would be toward happiness and prosperity; from genera- 
tion to generation everything would improve; after the 
conquest of nature would come many other changes; and 
man-made structures would grow obsolete fast. It would 
follow that the homes of the future would be temporary 
domiciles, shelters for the raising of children, not much 
else. At best, home would be where you were bom, 
brought up, loved and cared for — and a place you then 
abruptly left behind, 

A hundred years after Hawthorne, Thornton Wilder 
would have this to say; 

Americans are disconnected, , , , Taking tea with a 
friend m London, I am told that I must return to dine and 
go to the opera. 

All right,” I say, ‘Til hurry home 'and change my 
clothes,” 

“What?” 

I say; 111 go back to the hotel and change my 
clotlics.” ^ ^ 
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‘'Homel Home! How can}*Du Amencans keep calling 
a hotel home’” 

Because a home is not an edifice, but an mtenor and 
transportable adjustment In Chicago— in the good old 
days — my friends used to change their apartment on the 
first of May They were not discontented svilh the old 
one, they simply liked to impress their home-making fac- 
ulty on some new rooms ’ 

Inevitably, one is reminded of the standard vulgar^ 

ism “The Missus and I make our home m and 

somehow one can almost visualize that article 

“It takes a heap o’ livin’ in a house t’ make it home,” 
argued Edgar A Guest ® But also t^vo parents and scU- 
discipline * With the ease of escape and the prevalence of 
desertion and divorce, too many of our dwelling sites arc 
now littered with broken homes “Home is where there’s 
one to love us'7 Perhaps But some of the young seem 
pretty disillusioned Tliey get out early "Home,” one 
heard Robert Frost saying, “Home is the place where, 
when you have to go there, they have to take y ou in” ( The 
Death of the Hired Man) Yet will "they" be there to take 
you m? If some prodigal sons heart grows weary, far from 
the old /oiks at home, w'on’t he discover the old folks at 
that moment perhaps winlenng m Florida? A shrewd and 
thoughtful friend of mine, now retired, called my atten 
tion to the way the elderly people of some means are be- 
having Reaching retirement, they give up their house or 
apartment in town and move out to their summer place, 
which was prudently wintenzed some years before Fam 
ify reunions Nvifh mamed cftifAen and gramfehrA/nstr — 
once automatically held at Christmas — ^\vill now more 

• “Hit tales two birds fer to male a 0«'." JocJ Chandler Hams, 
Hncle Remi«, Phntatton Provefbf (1880) 
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us wings; they annihilate the toil and dust of pilgrimage; 
they spiritualize travel! Transition being so facile, what 
can be any man’s inducement to tarry in one spot? Why, 
therefore, should he build a more cumbrous habitation 
than can readily be carried oEE with him? Why should he 
make himself a prisoner for life in brick, and stone, and 
old worm-eaten timber, when he may just as easily dwell, 
in one sense, nowhere, — in a better sense wherever the fit 
and beautiful shall ofFer him a home?” ® 

So memories, habits, and institutions might become a 
handicap? And homes were the enemies of change? As the 
prophet of living everywhere and nowhere, Hawthorne 
was anticipating the twentieth century. Americans were to 
be pilgrims of a difierent sort, he seemed to suggest, on the 
road to a better life here on earth. Our true progress 
would be toward happiness and prosperity; from genera- 
tion to generation everything would improve; after the 
conquest of nature would come many other changes; and 
man-made structures would grow obsolete fast. It would 
follow that the homes of the future would be temporary 
domiciles, shelters for the raising of children, not much 
else. At best, home would be where you were bom, 
brought up, loved and cared for — and a place you then 
abruptly left behind. 

A hundred years after Hawthorne, Thornton Wilder 
would have this to say; 

Americans are disconnected. . . . Taking tea with a 
friend in London, I am told that I must return to dine and 
go to the opera. 

All right,” I say, “I'll hurry home and change my 
clothes.” 

'What?” 

I say: I’ll go back to the hotel and change my 
clothes.” ^ ^ 
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“Homel Home! How can you Amencans keep calbng 


ahotelKome?” . n 

Because a home is not an edifice, but an intenor and 
transportable adjustment In Chicago-in the good old 
days-my friends used to change their apartment on the 
first of May They were not discontented with the old 
one, they simply liked to inlpiess theit home making fac 
ulty on some new rooms ’ 


Inevitably, one is Tcnunded of the standard vulgar- 
ism The Missus and I make our home m and 

somehow one can almost visualize that article 


' It takes a heap o* livin' in a house t’ make it home,” 
argued Edgar A Guest * But also hvo parents and self- 
discipbne * With the ease of escape and the prevalence of 
desertion and dworce, too many of out dwelling sites are 


now littered with broken homes ‘ Home is where there's 


one to love us”? Perhaps But some of the young seem 
pretty disillusioned They get out early ”Home,” one 
heard Robert Frost saying, “Home is the place where, 
when you have to go there, they have to take you in” ( The 
Death of the Hired Man) Yet will ‘ they” be there to take 
you m? If some prodigal sons heart grows weary, far from 
the old folks at home, wont he discover the old folks at 
that moment perhaps wintering in Florida? A shrewd and 
thoughtful friend of mine, now retired, called my atten 
tion to the way the elderly people of some means are be 
having Beaching rebrement, they give up their house or 
apartment in Imvn and move out to their summer place, 
which was prudently winterized some years before Fam- 
ily reunions with mamed children and grandchildren—. 
once automabcally held at Chnstmas-wiU now more 


• Hit takes tw> tnrd* fer to make a oes 
Uncle Remu*, Ptantaiton Prro«b» ( 1880> 


Joe! Chandler Hams, 
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likely take place in vacation lime, “at the spot where 
Grandpa makes his domicile and pays his taxes”; in other 
words, in summer, especially as the old folks have now 
joined some Georgia colony or Florida club for the long 
winters, “Happy New Year,” my friend concluded his 
homily, “we re off to Sea Island tomorrow.” " 

“For Americans,” wrote the English-educated ob- 
server T, S, Matthews,’” “home is where you come from, 
home is the place you leave. If you want to go back, quite 
often it has changed out of all knowledge or even ceased 
to exist. . . .” And John Steinbeck agreed: “Tom Wolfe 
was right. You can’t go home again because home has 
ceased to exist except in the mothballs of memory,” “ 

Some go so far as to accuse us of home denial — and 
Iriumphantly or regretfully celebrate the independent 
American on his lonely journey through our technological 
wonderland. Others seem cynical or indifferent: "There’s 

° Travels ioUh Charley, p, 183. Sec also Steinbeck’s disillusionment 
ns expressed in liis article on "America and tlie Americans’’ {Saturday 
KvenUif' Post, July 2, 19GG): "Consider the dream and the liungcr for 
home. The very word can reduce nearly all of my compatriots to tears, 
builders and developers never build bouses — they build homes. The 
dream home is either in a small town or in a suburban area where grass 
and trees simulate the country. This dream home is a permanent .scat, 
not rented but owned. It is a center where a man and his wife grow 
graciously old, wanned by the radiance of well-washed children and 
grandchildren. Many thousands of these homes arc built every year; 
built, planted, advertised, and sold — and yet the American family rarely 
stays in one place for more than five years." 

Also sooner or later — usually sooner — the family scatters. In the 
same year of Steinbeck’s lament, iny “home town” newspaper carried a 
story of how Clarence E. Dibble of Long Beach, act. ninety, had picked 
up the phone to hear his ten younger brothers and sisters, on a hook-up 
that linked eight states from California to Florida to Connecticut to 
nhode Island, wish him a happy birthday. They concluded their reunion 
by .singing a traditional family hymn: "Blest Be the Tics That Bind." 
Apparently the last Dibble reunion had been before the turn of the 
ccnttiry, (New Haven Rcffistcr, Oct. 24, 19GG). And the tics were now 
telephone wires. 
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no place like home, and many a man is glad of it." ‘ Any 
old place I can hang my hat is home sweet home to 
me” Home, after all. is "the place one goes from the 


Long ago aging relicts learned to dread the Old Peo- 
ple's Home, and now the ^homebody,” and being ‘ at 
home,” and ‘ homework," and "God Bless Our Home! and 
even ”110106510101655” seem to have ioUowed the homestead 
into oblivion Inquiring about some distant and errant 
family connection, we may be told : “Oh, he found a home 
in the Army" 

IVhat such impermanence and indifference may have 
done or be doing to the American family'^ — ^lo the nurture 
and discipbne of the young, to the moral assurance of 
their ciders, to the concept of neighborliness and the char- 
acter of old neighborhoods — I must leave for the observa- 
tion and experience of the reader. But we might notice 
that the federal tax aulhonties have been forced to reshape 
their own definition of "home" * and architects their con- 


* “2 RedeHniUon ol ‘Home’ 

of the problems under erisling law is the definition of a lax- 
payns Tiome’ The lotema) Revenue Service has defined ‘home’ as a 
topayer* principal place of business Although this defiuibon 15 proper 
« a mane: of slatutory interpretatioo, it is at vanance with the cotn- 
p'onl)' accepted meaning of the term liome ' 

“The word Tiome’ would be replaced by the term 'duty area ’ The 
*P*yets duty area would be defined as a nrcular area of 20-nvile 
«‘ius wift the taspayer’s pnndpal business post as its center. A tax- 
PO » prwopal business post would be the place at which he reasonably 
v«« future course of his present employment, he 

I report for work (le, the place where he reason- 

\ ^ report for work more than any other place 

"“*"”5 K “ iMpayer dii not ha™ 

*Eo.t,on, then hu duty atea ™uld 
principal residence Any taxpayer who did not 
« <a C? “ “ F>n«pcl residence would he classBed 

■Or w tad The Am Yorlwrts] 
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cepts of housing. “With this constant change,” Peter Blake 
once complained, “a man no longer builds a house for the 
ages’ but moves around as fast as a pea in a shell game.” 
Hence “modem American architecture is still suffering 
from an adolescent attitude of structural exhibitionism” 

(a trait, shall we say, not invisible in Frank Lloyd 
Wright?). 

Has our moving about, young and old, brought us 
finally to this, that we, who had tlie warmest word for home 
and perhaps one of its finest realizations, are now almost 
without the genuine article? Have we lost tlie gift of 
home? 


Have we lost the gift of home? Not yet, or at least not 
quite. For if we can move, can’t our homes move too? 
Most of us, as Thornton Wilder said, make several homes 
by taking our home-making faculty along and impressing 
it on some new rooms. But a number — an increasing num-. 
ber — ^put their houses on wheels and drag or drive them 
along to wherever they want to go. As Andre Maurois ex- 
plained to his erudite fellow Academxciens, many Ameri- 
cans were now carrying their shelters witli them like tur- 
tles: 

Dix pour cent dc.s Americains trainent av’ec eux leur mai- 
son, comnic Ic.s tortues. Au debut la “caravane” etait 
simplement un remorque utilisce par I'automobiliste pen- 
dant ses vacances. Maintenant, la caravane devicnt il la 
fois stable ct mobile. Ellc sc transfonnc cn maison. Des 
parois mobiles permettent d en doubler la superficie. Si le 
nomade aime Ic climat, les voisins, il rcstc et cultive son 
jardin. Sinon, il replie sa maison, fait sortir ses roues ct 
va plus loin.^-"’ 


JOS 



“Nolhing bke a well built home to give you a feeling of 
pennanence and stability, folks’ In addibon, 
its ready to roll’’* 

— © 1963 by I^lb1lshers Newspaper Syndicate 
Courtesy George Lachly and Publishers 
Newspaper Syndicate 

^^au^0ls thought that this was a survival from pioneer cov- 
ered*v,agon days John Steinbeck speculated Aat it might 
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be a joyful resurgence of the prehistoric nomadism in 
which human kind had lived for hundreds of tliousands of 
years. 

Whatever the nostalgic components, in 1940 some 
16,000 trailers were manufactured in the United States. 
Twenty years later, we are told,^® die number was 160,000. 
Already by 1958, some thirteen out of every one hundred 
people buying homes bought mobile ones. And it was esti- 
mated that soon one in every five new housing units would 
be on wheels. By 1965, the ratio had reached one in seven 
for all primary’’ dwelling units, and for those costing less 
than $12,500 the proportion was three out of four. Califor- 
nia, said Steinbeck, was spawning them hke herrings, “In a 
1969 Department of Commerce study, mobile homes rep- 
resented 48 per cent of all new homes built that year, 94 
per cent of those under $15,000, 79 per cent of those under 
$20,000 and 67 per cent of those under $25,000.” ” 

Clearly the low cost was a powerful attraction, though 
the range could be considerable, Virginia Held was able to 
cite a special job with a swimming pool on the roof and a 
price tag of $50,000, And we all began to see prefabs so 
large they had to be sawed in two to be towed anywhere. 
But generally the typical new mobile home in 1960 was 
about 10 feet wide (the maximum allowed in some states) 
and 50 feet long, and cost perhaps $7,400 (all conven- 
iences included). By 1967, most customers were reported 
to be paying between $6,000 and $7,000 for a 12 by 60 foot 
home (with brand name appliances). By 1971, the trend 
was toward 14 by 70 foot rolling palaces at only $8.50 a 
square foot. Financing was also clearly easier on a mobile 
home, as on automobiles. And people were beginning to 
trade them in for new models, garish gimmicks and all. 

Sleeping cars used to run on railroad tracks,” began a 

no 
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1971 report; but now the “recreational vehicle industry is 
doing better than a bilhon dollar yearly husiness.” The 
yearly production was over 400,000 home units {the man- 
ulacturers were also going into modular, sectional, prefab- 
ricated housing). And there now seem to be models and 
prices to fit every need. One can begin with a travel trailer 
("the little house on wheels that you pull behind the fam- 
ily car”), or with the truck-mount camper (sleeping quar- 
ters that fit into a pick-up truck and can be unloaded when 
vacation is over). These are acceptable in trailer camps. 
Next above m cost and prestige ate the mobile homes, in a 
wide range of sizes and brand names; they require a pro- 
fessional mover in a hauling cab, and are welcome in 
trailer courts or “mobile home resorts And then come the 
self-powered “motor homes,” the Cadillacs of the industry 
“Does your home have power-steenng?” asks one pro- 
ducer. "We make a self-propelled, self-contained, fifty-two 
week funhouse on wheels,” proclaims another, “in 10 
different models, 5 different lengths, 7 different floor plans, 
and from standard to luxurious.” * 

• “We make them so you can go pbces, do Unngs, meet people, 
and have a dowunghl good tune vuhiW youre at \K Like lounng wher- 
ewt and whenever you w«h Vacationing v«lh your family. Taking the 
gang to the ball game, or youi cromes out duck hunting It’s your lounge, 
your kitchen, your dining room Your shower and bedroom Plus — your 
transportation Ymu- i ■ motor home is anything you want it to be Any- 

time you want Uto be”— Holiday {April 1970). Trying to blend the best 
of VmK Worlds, and inviting their customers to lairly wallow m wjsh- 
fulfilJment, one enterpnsing company advertised “Live carefree and 
comfortable on jour msTi one-quarter acre homesite in a fully furnished 
Mobile Home in sunny Florida Vour home is nestled amid un- 
spoiled scenic countryside and waterways Step from your patio 
into adventure every day . ringed by water, warmed by the year 
^nd golden sun, a multi-sports natural arena secluded from, yet 
close-by big city conveniences " As Steinbeck pul it. “it they can 
double the dream— have a symbol home and mobility at the same time— 
they hav e it made Sfllurday Eoenmg Post, July 2, 196Q 
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Wlio ?juys and uses these inventions? A number of 
distinct groups in our population. According to Virginia 
Held, 

there are the skilled migratory workers, like carpenters, 
electricians, and engineers, wlio set up factories or missile 
bases and then move on — this is the largest group; there 
arc career servicemen with families who may have to 
move to new bases where housing is inadequate; there 
are retired people wlio may want to spend part of the 
year in a warm climate; and there arc people vacationing 
with small travel trailers. 

Hut there arc also the newly-weds, with precarious in- 
come, in search of good jobs. And let us not forget the ad- 
venturers or the spasmodically restless or the inveterate 
wanderers, 

Even to these last, something may then happen that is 



Look at it tin's way. You II have a place to live wliile you’re 
looking for a place to park," 

by William P, Iloesl, in Saturday Review, January 15, 1972 
Copyright © 1972 by Saturday Review, Inc, 
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rather curious. Having a trailer for a home, these gypsy 
Americans begin looking for trailer parks or places where 
they can feel that they “sort of belong.” Of course, they also 
appreciate the conveniences which the trailer court opera- 
tor or mobile park ownaer quickly learns to provide. They 
come to hke the friendliness and hospitality and the sense 
of shared adventure There arc games and movies and par- 
tiesj and man)' of the worries and concerns of land owner- 
ship and housekeeping arc lifted off their shoulders. Best 
of all, they can move on They are not tied down—or they 
think they aren’t.* 

Actual!), a good many are in intermittent motion. 
South and North or across the country, especially those 
with travel trailers who slop for a night or two and then 
pull out again But the mobility of mobile homes is in part 
illusory Often they are too big— or it costs too much to 
hire a tractor— or one has planted a small garden, and 
built an addition In 1960, it was estimated, the average 
mobile home owner was moving hardly more than apart- 
ment dwellers, or every twenty-seven months Some com- 
promised by buying a small trailer as well, so that they 
could go and come back (and have a home away from 
home) But by 1967 it could be remarked with only mod- 
est exaggeration that a "mobile home only mo\es twice — 
from the factory to a dealer’s lot, then from the lot to the 
prepared ‘pad' in a mobile park ” 

By 1971, "Expandables” were in vogue, but "Doublc- 

* “Tlic fvnl impteuion fottrd on roe wote {ofin StcinbtcJr, “was 
that pprmanrncc u neithrr tclurvwl nor dMirwJ by mobile people, ibey 
do not boy for the generations 

*■ 'Don I j'ou mwi *om< kind of permtnence’' 

“ "Who 1 got peimanence? Factory ckwri )i>o mo^e on Good 

bmej and ihjngs opening up you move on »here it'» beilet ^ou got 
roolj you nt and sUn-e Tratetr u-llft Cbaftey, pp 89 91 
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^Vho buys and uses these inventions? A number of 
distinct groups in our population. According to Virginia 
Held, 

there are the skilled migratory workers, like carpenters, 
electricians, and engineers, who set up factories or missile 
bases and then move on — this is the largest group; there 
are career servicemen wth families who may have to 
move to new bases where housing is inadequate; there 
are retired people who may want to spend part of the 
year in a warm climate; and there are people vacatioiiing 
with small travel trailers. 

But there are also the newly-weds, with precarious in- 
come, in search of good jobs. And let us not forget the ad- 
venturers or the spasmodically restless or the inveterate 
wanderers. 

Even to these last, something may then happen that is 
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rather curious. Having a trailer for a home, these gypsy 
Americans begin looking for trailer parks or places where 
they can fed that they ‘‘sort of belong.’' Of course, they also 
appictialc the conveniences which the trailer court opera- 
tor or mobile park owmer quickly learns to provide. They 
come to like the friendliness and hospitality and the sense 
of shared adventure. There arc games and movies and par- 
ties; and many of the worries and concerns of land owner- 
ship and housekeeping are lifted oS their shoulders. Best 
of all. they can move on. They are not tied down— or they 
think they aren’t.* 

Actually, a good many are in intermittent motion. 
South and North or across the country, especially those 
svith traN el trailers who stop for a night or two and then 
pull out again. But the mobility of mobile homes is in part 
illusory’. Often they are too big — or it costs too much to 
hire a tractor— or one has planted a small garden, and 
built an addition. In 1960, it was estimated, the average 
mobile home owner was moving hardly more than apart- 
ment dwellers, or every twenty-seven months. Some com- 
promised by buying a small trailer as well, so that they 
could go and come back (and have a home away from 
home). But by 1967 it could be remarked with only mod- 
est exaggeration that a "mobile home only moves twice — 
from the factory to a dealer’s lot, then from the lot to the 
prepared ‘pad’ in a mobile park.” 

By 1971, “Expandables” were m vogue, but "Double- 


• fint imprcMjon forced on me.” wote John Steinbeck "was 
that peiwanence h neither »ch}«ed nor desired by mobile people, they 
CO not buy for the generations ” ’ 


“ 'Don’t }-ou mjss some kind of permanence?* 

“ tj-ho's got permanence? Factory closes down, you move on Good 
and Kings opening up. you move on where it's better. You got 
rootiyousilandsUne . . TfawUirith Charley, pp 89 91 ® 
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\\^icles” were more popular still — and olw'iously harder to 
put back on the road. A market stud)'"” now indicated that 
mobile home o\^mers were moving on the average 1.14 
times in fi\'e years, and so were able to become registered 
voters (88% of the mobile homes claiming one or two 
voters): “A mobile home is considered a permanent resi- 
dence by most owners.” About half of these owners were 
locating on indiwdually owned property, but there were 
also at least 12,800 registered and inspected parks witli 
more than a million sites, for which from $30 to $90 a month 
was being charged. New cities were beginning to build 
such parks into their planning. Credit corporations were 
beginning to cultivate these “wheel estate” developments. 
And almost 6 million people, it was estimated, were cur- 
rentl)' cn|o)'ing this now way of life.-' 

Typically it will be a retired couple, living on a fixed 
income, who will buy the home witli the pleasant idea that 
they can sell it and then go roving again whenever they 
want. The)' won’t be lied dorni. Meanwhile the}' will have 
company, recreation, a nice climate, police protection, and 
no taxes.-- Then further adventures are postponed, once or 
twice, and before they know it they become too friendly 
with their neighbors to want to leave. So the wheels come 
off. The couple settles down. And tlie American odyssey 
ends where it began — in a “liome,” 


Perhaps we sliould add a sober epilogue. Evidently most 
Americans share a need of belonging, and all but tlie most 
restless still crave some sort of place to belong in. But in 
the last two centuries the once extended family has 
shnink; the grandparents and maiden aunts are no longer 
built in, the parents know only a nuclear family, soon bro- 
ken up, M'ith the children turned loose on the world. And 
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tlic house itself, now crammed with gadgets and e\ en self 
mo\ mg power, has been stnppcd of its ancestral mem 
ones, dclaclicd from its local setting quite largely de 
pn\ cd of its family character 

More citizens of the United Stales may own their own 
dwellings than m any other civilized society But what 
the) o\\ n has been drained of much of its human feeling 
and associations Be it ever so mobile it s an emptier arti 
cle 



The Fifth Freedom- 


And its .impact on 
our institutions 


In 1954, in hvo international conferences under the aegis 

^ of European intellectuals devoted 
themselves to the discussion of Le Nouveau Monde et 
lEurope Characteristically, several of the participants 
dropped quickly into attacks on United States civilization 
m Its more deplorable manifestations. American material- 
(o.,r mecham-zat/on and technocracy, the gadgetry 
™d emptiness of our lives), American infantiLm and 

American arts were ar- 
igned With such mordant fervor that the three Ameri- 

haZhTT’ /y>"P‘>*<=Hc Andrd Maurois, must 

have been troubled to keep tlieir calm. 

allustanr rcl‘‘mide''"‘ 'if connection, 

mobility: to the manie 

Inch was perhaps becoming a national charac- 


The Fifth Freedom 

tensile, to the dcchnc of genuine regionalism under the 
assaults of invading students, old people, and tourists, to 
the mournful interchangeable towns, to the nomadism 
even within our cities, and to the piercing need to conform 
so as to obliterate an immigrant background Only this 
conformity, warned Maurois, was not tmtnobtltsme but 
rather con^rmity to change and improvement, hence an 
instinct for adaptability earned to extremes Maurois also 
observed that Amencans use the city )ust for work, their 
living they do on the open toad 

La villc, comtne la maison, est un instrument de travail 
Dcs quo la joumcc activ c est leimm^e, on s evade Aucun 
pcuple neprouve plus que celui ci le besom de voyager, 
dc prendre des v-acances, de se replonger dans la nature 
L’clat normal dc lAmencain c*est le mouvement Cest 
lorsqu'il part dans sa \ oiture a\ ec sa femme et ses enfants, 
comme jadis ses ancctrcs dans Icur wagon de pioimicr, 
pour quelquc ranch dans le desert ou pour un campement 
dc montagne, pour unc cabane au bord dun lac ou il 
pourra pochcr cl chasser, que 1 Amencam se sent vivre * 

Regrettably, these fragmentary perceptions were not 
linked together, or pursued toward a deeper understand- 
ing. as Thornton Wilder had just Incd to do with bnlliant 
intuition in his Norton Lectures at Harvard * By way of 
preface to his study of the pecubar language of Amencan 
WTitcTS, Wilder had insisted on a certain ‘'diseqmhbnum 
of the ps)chc which follows on the Amencan condition ” 
Specifically, "From the point of \ lew of the European an 
Amencan is nomad in relation to place, disattached in re- 
lation to time, lonely in relation to society, and insubmis- 
si\e to circumstance, destiny or God ” The Amencan’s re- 
lations were not wath the past but with the future his hfe 
was one of becoming (like the diaracters in his Bible, he 
hung "suspended upon the promises of the imagination”) 
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Again, said Wilder, die American was “differently sur- 
rounded”; for he had no fixed abode, but carried his 
'liome” witli liim; his relations were not to place but “to 
everywhere, to ev'eryone, and to always. The American 
was the independent, the lonely man. And he was still en- 
gaged in inventing what it is to be an American. 

If \^^ilder was right that a process of invention has 
been going on — or if Americans have practiced any such 
extreme adaptiveness as Maurois referred to — tlien some 
challenging possibilities confront us. For it would appear 
that, consciousl}' or unconsciously, we Americans have 
perhaps been engaged in reconstructing the entire gamut 
of relations for western (or mobile) man. This would 
mean (1) new institutions patterned in part on free move- 
ment; (2) new relations with die physical environment 
based on a view of nature differing from die European; 
(3) a new concept of human fellowship or a decalogue of 
social conduct in some ways deviant from die Greco- 
Christian tradition; and (4) even possibly a new attitude 
toward the self. 

This is a large order, indeed a new order too vast to 
be comprehended and described, the more so as 'these in- 
ventions or ventures in adjustment must be still in process, 
and far from concluded. The new society, if such it is, has 
not quite crystallized out. Robert Moses and our city plan- 
ners to the contrary notwithstanding, it is too early for 
some latterday prophet to codify the commandments of 
mobility, or make straight the highwav for our culture. 

Yet are there not signs? 


By way of experiment, we might first consider some of our 
basic institutions and ask ourselves a sober question. The 
family and the home, the town and the city, our churches. 
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Again, said Wilder, tlie American was “differently sur- 
rounded”; for he had no fixed abode, but carried his 
“home” with him; his relations were not to place but “to 
everywhere, to everyone, and to always. The American 
was the independent, the lonely man. And he was still en- 
gaged in inventing what it is to be an American. 

If Wilder was right tliat a process of invention has 
been going on — or if Americans have practiced any such 
extreme adaptiveness as Maurois referred to — then some 
challenging possibilities confront us. For it would appear 
that, consciously or unconsciously, we Americans have 
perhaps been engaged in reconstructing the entire gamut 
of relations for western (or mobile) man. This would 
mean (1) new institutions patterned in part on free move- 
ment; (2) new relations with the physical environment 
based on a view of nature differing from the European; 

( 3 ) a new concept of human fellowship or a decalogue of 
social conduct in some ways deviant from the Greco- 
Christian tradition; and (4) even possibly a new attitude 
toward the self. 

This is a large order, indeed a new order too vast to 
be comprehended and described, the more so as4hese in- 
ventions or ventures in adjustment must be still in process, 
and far from concluded. The new society, if such it is, has 
not quite crystallized out. Robert Moses and our city plan- 
ners to the contrary notwithstanding, it is too early for 
some latterday prophet to codify the commandments of 
mobility, or make straight the highway for our culture. 

Yet arc there not signs? 


By way of experiment, we might first consider some of our 
basic institutions and ask ourselves a sober question. The 
family and the home, the towm and the city, our churches, 

US 



The Fifth Freedom 

our business and industrial corporations, our governments 
whether local, state, or federal are not all of these institu- 
tions being shaken, changed, even visibly restructured by 
the American habits of movement? 

It can no longer be any secret, surely, that under the 
strains of modem living the American family has been 
showing signs of coming apart The progressue weaken- 
ing of the household as an institution, the loosening of the 
tics of marriage, the seemingly casual ease of desertion 
and duorce, the all too obvious decline of parental au- 
thont}, the quick escape of the children clearly, these de- 
rive from no one sick*ncss, no single social cause Yet 
clcarl) they have all been facihtated and increased by our 
read) mobility 

Home? \Vc Iiavc already paid our respects to the 
home that moves Thornton Wilder may like to think that 
vv 0 Americans ha\ e learned to take our homes with us, and 
enjo) "making new homes, or impressing a new apart- 
ment With our “liomc making** ability But do we really 
carr) with us the substance as well as the word? Can 
‘home” be altogether divorced from place, from neigh- 
bors, from memories and ancestral associations^ In this 
grasshopper existence to which we seem addicted, have 
uc not converted 'home' into boardinghouse or tempo- 
ral) pad^ And w ho is to measure the moral deprivations to 
cliihlrcn, the adolescent insecurities? 

As for the town, let us recall the strange history of the 
New England communil) Tj’pically, it began as an Eng- 
lish V ilhge a congregation and a cluster of homes about a 
green ‘Tlicn the settlers moved out upon the land and 
built Jiomestcads on scattered farms, leaving only tlic 
churdi and the school, the blacksmith and cooper, an inn 
and general store perhaps, with a few old retired folk in 
the houses around the green So b) dispersion the resi- 
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Again, said Wilder, the American was “differently sur- 
rounded”; for he had no fixed abode, but carried his 
“liome” with him; his relations were not to place but “to 
everywhere, to ever)'one, and to always.” The American 
was the independent, the lonely man. And he was still en- 
gaged in inventing what it is to be an American. 

If Wilder was right that a process of invention has 
been going on — or if Americans have practiced any such 
extreme adaptiveness as Maurois referred to — ^then some 
challenging possibilities confront us. For it would appear 
that, consciously or unconsciously, we Americans have 
perliaps been engaged in reconstructing the entire gamut 
of relations for western (or mobile) man. This would 
mean ( 1 ) new institutions patterned in part on free move- 
ment; (2) new relations witli the physical environment 
based on a view of nature differing from the European; 
(3) a new concept of human fellowship or a decalogue of 
social conduct in some ways deviant from the Greco- 
Christian tradition; and (4) even possibly a new attitude 
toward the self. 

This is a large order, indeed a new order too vast to 
be comprehended and described, the more so as 'these in- 
x'entions or ventures in adjustment must be still in process, 
and far from concluded. The new society, if such it is, has 
not quite crystallized out. Robert Moses and our city plan- 
ners to the contrary notwithstanding, it is too early for 
some latterday prophet to codify the commandments of 
mobility, or make straight the highway for our culture. 

Yet are there not signs? 


B\ way of experiment, we might first consider some of our 
basic institutions and ask ourselves a sober question. The 
birnih and the home, the town and tlie cit}% our churches. 
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our business and industrial corporations, our governments 
whether local, state, or federal are not all of these institu 
tions being shaken, changed, even visibly restructured b) 
the Americin habits of movement? 

It can no longer be any secret, surely, that under the 
strains of modem hving the American family has been 
showing signs of coming apart The progressive weaken 
ing of the household as an institution, the loosening of the 
ties of mamage, the seemingly casual ease of desertion 
and divorce, the all too obvious decline of parental au 
thont}, the quick escape of the children clearly, these de 
rive from no one sickness, no single social cause Yet 
clcirl) they have all been facilitated and increased by our 
read) mobility 

Home? Wc have already paid our respects to the 
homo that moves Thornton Wilder ma) like to think that 
vve Americans have learned to take our homes with us, and 
ciijO) miking new homes, or impressing a new apart* 
ment with our “home making” ability But do wc really 
cirrv with us the substance as well as the word? Can 
*1iomt be altogether divorced from place, from neigh 
bors from memories and ancestral associations^ In this 
grasshopper existence to which we seem addicted, have 
wc not converted home” into boardinghouse or tempo 
rai) pad? And who is to measure the moral deprivations to 
children, the adolescent insecurities? 

As for the towai, let us recall the strange history of the 
New England community Typicall), it began as an Eng 
lish village a congregation and a cluster of homes about a 
green Then the settlers moved out upon the land and 
built homesteads on scaUered farms, leaving only the 
church and the school, the blacksmith and cooper, an inn 
and general store perhaps, wath a few old retired folk in 
the houses around the green So by dispersion the resi 
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Again, said Wilder, tlie American was "differently sur- 
rounded”; for he had no fixed abode, but carried his 
‘liome” with him; his relations were not to place but “to 
everywhere, to everyone, and to always.” The American 
was die independent, the lonely man. And he was still en- 
gaged in inventing what it is to be an American. 

If Wilder was right that a process of invention has 
been going on — or if Americans have practiced any such 
extreme adaptiveness as Maurois referred to — then some 
challenging possibilities confront us. For it would appear 
that, consciously or unconsciously, we Americans have 
perliaps been engaged in reconstructing the entire gamut 
of relations for western (or mobile) man. This would 
mean (1) new institutions patterned in part on free move- 
ment; (2) new relations with the physical environment 
based on a view of nature differing from tlie European; 
(3) a new concept of human fellowship or a decalogue of 
social conduct in some ways deviant from the Greco- 
Christian tradition; and (4) even possibly a new attitude 
toward the self. 

This is a large order, indeed a new order too vast to 
be comprehended and described, the more so as4hese in- 
\'entions or ventures in adjustment must be still in process, 
and far from concluded. The new society, if such it is, has 
not quite crystallized out. Robert Moses and our city plan- 
ners to the contrary notwithstanding, it is too early for 
some latterday prophet to codify the commandments of 
mobility, or make straight the highway for our culture. 

Yet are there not signs? 


By way of experiment, we might first consider some of our 
basic instiUitions and ask ourselves a sober question. The 
family and the home, the towm and tlie city, our churches. 
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ourbusuicss and induslnal corporalions, our governments 
whether local, stale, or federal arc not all of these institu- 
tions bong shaVen, changed, csven visibly rcstructuicd by 
the American habits of movement? 

It can no longer be any secret, surely, that under the 
strains of modern Imng the American family has been 
sliowmg signs of coming apart The progresswe weaken- 
ing of the household as an institution, tlic loosening of the 
ties of maniage, the seemingly casual case of desertion 
and dnorco, the all too obvious decline of parental au- 
ihoritj , the <j\wck escape of tlw children clearly, these dc- 
rivc from no one sickness, no single social cause Vet 
clcarl) they liave all been facilitated and tncfcased bj our 
rcadj raobiUt) 

Home? \Vc have alreadj paid our respects to the 
home tint moi cs Thornton Wilder ma> like to think that 
w Q Americans ha\ c learned to take our Iiomes with us, and 
tiijO) ‘‘making” new homes, or impressing a new apart- 
ment with our “home making” ability But do we reall) 
carr) with us the substance as well as the uord? Can 
'home” be altogether divorced from place, from neigh- 
bors, from memories and ancestral associations^ In this 
grasshopper existence to which we seem addicted, have 
we not converted home into boardinghouse or tempo- 
rar> pad? And w ho is to measure the moral deprivations to 
cliildrcn, the adolescent insccuntics? 

As for the town, let us recall the strange history of the 
Nt-U England commumt) Tjpically, it began as an Eng 
hsh V ilhgc a congregation and a cluster of homes about a 
green Tlien the settlers moved out upon the land and 
built liomcsfcads on scattered farms, leaving only the 
church and the school, the blacksmith and cooper, an inn 
and general store perhaps, with a few old retired folk in 
the houses around the green So b) dispersion the resi 
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Again, said Wilder, the American was “differently sur- 
rounded”; for he had no fixed abode, but carried his 
‘home” with him; his relations were not to place but “to 
everywhere, to everyone, and to always.” The American 
was the independent, the lonely man. And he was still en- 
gaged in inventing what it is to be an American. 

If Wilder was right that a process of invention has 
been going on — or if Americans have practiced any such 
extreme adaptiveness as Maurois referred to — ^then some 
challenging possibilities confront us. For it would appear 
that, consciously or unconsciously, we Americans have 
perhaps been engaged in reconstructing the entire gamut 
of relations for western (or mobile) man. This would 
mean ( 1) new institutions patterned in part on free move- 
ment; (2) new relations with the physical environment 
based on a view of nature differing from the European; 
(3) a neu' concept of human fellowship or a decalogue of 
social conduct in some ways deviant from the Greco- 
Christian tradition; and (4) even possibly a new attitude 
toward the self. 

This is a large order, indeed a new order too vast to 
be comprehended and described, the more so as4hese in- 
ventions or ventures in adjustment must be still in process, 
and far from concluded. The new society, if such it is, has 
not quite crystallized out, Robert Moses and our city plan- 
ners to the contrary notwithstanding, it is too early for 
some lattcrday prophet to codify the commandments of 
mobility, or make straight the highway for our culture. 

Yet are there not signs? 


B)' way of experiment, we might first consider some of our 
basic institutions and ask ourselves a sober question. The 
family and the home, the town and the city, our churches, 
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Again, said Wilder, tlie American was “differently sur- 
rounded”; for he had no fixed abode, but carried his 
“home” with him; his relations were not to place but “to 
ever)^vhere, to everyone, and to always.” The American 
was the independent, the lonely man. And he was still en- 
gaged in inventing what it is to be an American. 

If Wilder was right tliat a process of invention has 
been going on — or if Americans have practiced any such 
extreme adaptiveness as Maurois referred to — ^tlien some 
challenging possibilities confront us. For it would appear 
that, consciously or unconsciously, we Americans have 
perhaps been engaged in reconstructing the entire gamut 
of relations for western (or mobile) man. This would 
mean ( 1 ) new institutions patterned in part on free move- 
ment; (2) new relations witli the physical environment 
based on a view of nature differing from the European; 
(3) a ncu' concept of human fellowship or a decalogue of 
social conduct in some ways deviant from the Greco- 
Christian tradition; and (4) even possibly a new attitude 
toward the self. 

This is a large order, indeed a new order too vast to 
be comprehended and described, the more so asvthese in- 
\'entions or ventures in adjustment must be still in process, 
and far from concluded. The new society, if such it is, has 
not quite cr^'stallized out. Robert Moses and our city plan- 
ners to the contrary notwithstanding, it is too early for 
some latterday propliet to codify the commandments of 
mobility, or make straight the highway for our culture. 

Yet are there not signs? 


\\ a\ of experiment, we might first consider some of our 
basic institutions and ask ourselves a sober question. The 
family and the home, the town and the city, our churches. 
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our business and mdoslnal corporations, our governments 
whether local, stale, or lederal are not all ol these snslitu 
tions being shaken, changed, even visibl) restructured by 
the American habits of movement? 

It can no longer be any secret, sure!}, that under the 
strains of modem living the American family has been 
showing signs of coming apart The progressive weaken- 
ing of the liouschold as an insUtution, the loosening of the 
ties of mamage, the seemingly casual ease of desertion 
and divorce, the all too obvious decline of parental au- 
thont) , the quick escape of the children clearly, these de 
rive from no one sickness, no single social cause \et 
clcarl) ihc) have all been facilitated and increased b) our 
rcad^ mobiht) 

Home? We have already paid our respects to the 
home tint moves Thornton Wilder ma) like to think that 
w e Americans hav c learned to take our homes with us, and 
enjo) “making” new homes, or impressing a new apart- 
ment witli our 'home-making” ability But do we real!) 
cam with us (lie substance as well as the word? Can 
‘“homt‘ be altogether divorced from place, from neigh- 
bors, from memones and ancestral associations^ In this 
grasshopper existence to which we seem addicted, have 
we not converted “liomc into boardinghouse or tempo- 
ral) pad? And who is to measure the moral deprivations to 
children the adolescent insecurities? 

As for the town let us recall the strange histor) of the 
New Cnghnd commumlj Topical!), it began os an Ung- 
Iish \ dlagc a congregation and a cluster of homes about a 
green Tlicn the settlers moved out upon the hnd and 
built homesteads on scattered farms, leaving onl) the 
chutdi and the scliool the blacksmith and cooper, an inn 
and general store perhaps with a few old retired folk in 
the houses around the green So b) dispersion the resi 
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Again, said Wilder, tlie American was “differently sur- 
rounded”; for he had no fixed abode, but carried his 
‘borne” with him; his relations were not to place but “to 
evei^where, to everyone, and to always.” The American 
was the independent, the lonely man. And he was still en- 
gaged in inventing what it is to be an American. 

If Wilder was right that a process of invention has 
been going on — or if Americans have practiced any such 
extreme adaptiveness as Maurois referred to — then some 
challenging possibilities confront us. For it would appear 
that, consciously or unconsciously, we Americans have 
perhaps been engaged in reconstructing the entire gamut 
of relations for western (or mobile) man. This would 
mean (1) new institutions patterned in part on free move- 
ment; (2) new relations with the physical environment 
based on a view of nature differing from the European; 
(3) a nev' concept of human fellowship or a decalogue of 
social conduct in some ways deviant from the Greco- 
Christian tradition; and (4) even possibly a new attitude 
toward the self. 

This is a large order, indeed a new order too vast to 
be comprehended and described, the more so as4hese in- 
ventions or ventures in adjustment must be still in process, 
and far from concluded. The new society, if such it is, has 
not quite crystallized out. Robert Moses and our city plan- 
ners to the contrary notwithstanding, it is too early for 
some latterday prophet to codify the commandments of 
mobility, or make straight the highway for our culture. 

Yet are there not signs? 


By way of experiment, we might first consider some of our 
basic institutions and ask ourselves a sober question. The 
family and the home, the towm and the city, our churches. 
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Again, said \^^ilder, tlie American was “differently sur- 
rounded”; for he had no fixed abode, but carried his 
“liome” with him; his relations were not to place but “to 
ever)'\^'here, to everj'one, and to always.” The American 
was the independent, the lonely man. And he was still en- 
gaged in inventing what it is to be an American. 

If Wilder was right that a process of invention has 
been going on — or if Americans have practiced any such 
extreme adaptiveness as Maurois referred to — ^then some 
challenging possibilities confront us. For it would appear 
that, consciously or unconsciously, we Americans have 
perhaps been engaged in reconstructing the entire gamut 
of relations for western (or mobile) man. This would 
mean (1) new institutions patterned in part on free move- 
ment; (2) new relations with the physical environment 
based on a view of nature differing from the European; 
(3) a new concept of human fellowship or a decalogue of 
social conduct in some ways deviant from the Greco- 
Christian tradition; and (4) even possibly a new attitude 
toward the self. 

This is a large order, indeed a new order too vast to 
be comprehended and described, the more so as4hese in- 
N’entions or ventures in adjustment must be still in process, 
and far from concluded. The new society, if such it is, has 
not quite crystallized out. Robert Moses and our city plan- 
ners to the contrary notwithstanding, it is too early for 
some latterday prophet to codify the commandments of 
mobilit)', or make straight the highway for our culture. 

Yet are there not signs? 


B)' way of experiment, we might first consider some of our 
basic institutions and ask ourselv'es a sober question. The 
famil)' and the home, the tossm and the city, our churches, 
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dential village had been converted into a trading town, a 
crossroads of services and communications. Then came 
the nineteenth-century Industrial Revolution, Half the 
farm sons took off for the West. A railroad crept up the 
valley, A depot was built down the hill, a mill at the wa- 
terfall, a bank or two, and much housing across the tracks, 
as the Yankee mill owners began affecting stone mansions 
on Prospect Street. A generation or two more and the rail- 
road seemed to be drawing town talents and capital away 
to the greater centers, sucking the vitality out of the local 
communities along its line. Once again the young men 
were leaving; the future belonged to our cities. But then 
came the automobile, new turnpikes and thruways, and a 
renewed but different dispersion. Within the last thirty 
years, especially, the congestion and deterioration of the 
inner city, the ease of escape, the invasion of poverty- 
stricken minority groups, the breakdown of rapid transit 
and police protection and other public services have gut- 
ted the residential heart of many a city, converted nearby 
towns into skyscraper suburbs, and plastered the once 
smiling countryside between with endless “villages” of 
ranch-type or split-level houses, in dreary monotony mile 

Viewed from the air, or from abroad, the tents of our 
peop e now cut a strange pattern. No doubt a changing 
technology, better incomes, social ambition, higher stand- 
ar s o privacy, and the tyranny of fashion — as well as 
at c laracteristic independence of the younger genera- 
tion— have helped trigger this rush outward from our ur- 
ban centers Yet such large-scale “developments” would 
ne\ er lave een possible but for expressways and commu- 
tat, on tickets and the habits that make their use possible, 
s a rat ler obvious corollary, it proves hard now to give to 
lese Levittowns any pride of place or community life of 
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ihcir own As with the family and the home, no little vital- 
ity and moral force have been siphoned out of the Ameri- 
can town And even in our banlmipt cities the desperate 
plea for fiscal “home rule** sounds a little artificial and hol- 
low 

By contrast, at the other end of the pohtical structure, 
let us note the growing centralization of the whole nation 
Of course, the failures of the Jeffersonian vision— the de- 
cline of localism, the paring away of states’ rights, and the 
steady enlargement of the sovereignty and activity of the 
national government — ^have been stimulated by many 
strong forces, not least the victory of the North m the Civil 
War, the triumph of industrial capitalism, the develop- 
ment of telecommunications, then press services and radio 
and TV, to say nothing of the emotional demands of two 
Morld wars, and now the daily dangers of the international 
Situation Yet has our growing nationalism of feeling and 
action and administration not had a more than casual con- 
nection with the ever-mounting movement of people from 
state to state? With the long inflow of immigrants whose 
aim was to be Amencans, not Pennsylvanians or New 
Yorkers? With our astonishing interstate commerce and its 
regulation? With the siphoning of tax monies, industries, 
and employment from one section to another? And most 
recently with the channeling of defense orders into places 
whither the plants can be moved or where the labor and 
voting forces have already amved? People have been 
mov ing too much to allow of an effective regionalism 

Looked at in the large, our empty continent was sup- 
posed to foster individualism of action and belief And, in 
retrospect, space plus mobility may have begun with dis- 
penion and freedom to differ, that is, with decentraUza 
tion But in (he longer run mobility overruns space, and 
the circulation and recirculation of people induces con- 
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formity. As once the nineteenth-century utopian colonists 
and the Mormons learned to their sorrow, wherever they 
could flee others could follow, and in a surprisingly short 
time there were no hiding places left. Nor ought there to 
be, in the eyes of our vigilant moralists. As once tlie aboli- 
tionists and Radical Reconstructionists demonstrated, and 
then the prohibitionists and child labor crusaders learned, 
and recently the freedom riders rediscovered, space-plus- 
mobility may begin by ofi^ering escape and freedom for 
pecuhar institutions, but ultimately it brings on tlie need 
for federal intervention and big government. You cannot 
quarantine personal liberties, they say; you cannot pre- 
vent the desire for equality from crossing state lines; and 
you cannot forever segregate schools and public places. 
Why not? Because ideals speak to the heart; because free 
speech will carry their message across regional barriers; 
and finally because people are moving so much back and 
forth. The Bill of Rights and interstate commerce will pre- 
vent.® 

Thus, from anarchy to conformity, from home rule to 
central.zation, has been the story. And where once the 
idealist might have founded a utopian colony, now he asks 
for a constitutional amendment. 

The same progress, or radical zigzag of development, 
been known by our churches. Our first settlers brought 
the Church of England, in either orthodox or dissenting 

* In President Kennedy’s message to Congress on cival rights (as 
printed in The New York Times, June 20, 1963) one read: “In a society 
wliicli is increasingly mobile and in an economy which is increasingly 
interdependent, business establishments which serve the public — such as 
hotels, restaurants, theaters, stores and others — ^serve not only the mem- 
bers of their immediate communities but travelers from other states 
and visitors from abroad. Their goods come from all over the nation. 
This participation in the flow of interstate commerce has given these 
business cstabh’shments both increased prosperity and an increased re- 
sponsibility to provide equal access and service to all citizens.” 
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form, and Ined to perpetuate what they had brought But 
soon the dispersion of the Tidewater tobacco plantations 
so weakened the episcopal hierarchy in Virginia that it 
was almost destroyed, while the spread of self-go\eming 
towns through New' England ^eatly encouraged Congre- 
gational home rule Meanwhile, the case of access made it 
almost impossible to prexent the entry of other sects like 
the Quakers and the Baptists, especially as such heretics 
could alwa)’s escape to Rhode Island or go directly to the 
middle colonics So the competition for settlers and for 
prosperity gradually forced on each colony an unantici- 
pated toleration In the Revolution the resistance to estab- 
lished authontj disestablished the churches, too The first 
amendment to the Constitution forbade Congress to make 
any laws “respecting an establishment of religion, or 
prohibiting tbc free exercise thereof . ” And so was 

initialed a free for-all competition among all religious 
comc-outers, with the home-mission movement, and a race 
westward to keep up witli the migrating pioneers 

Today our churches still seem geared to the expecta- 
tion of movement, but in its concentrating phase Witness 
chapels on wheels and dnvc-in churches, or the astonish- 
ing circulation of mmistcna! talent and the growing 
homogenization of tlie Protestant believers To speak 
mcrclv of the dissenting churches, in the eighteenth and 
nineteenth ccnluncs the unprecedented American free- 
dom of movement undoubtedly encouraged sectarianism 
and accelerated the splintenng of congregations, but 
lately interdenominational communication, based on an 
intensified intercliangc both personal and intellectual, 
seems to be promoting consolidation How powerfully the 
cooperative movement among the Protestant sects may 
denve from weakness and a fear of Roman Catholicism, or 
the ecumenical movement among all Cbnstians from ihr" 
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menace of Marxism, should not be underestimated. Yet 
when one hears on Sunday in a suburban congregation a 
“letter” (of transfer) read, or when twelve people stand 
up before the minister to be received into membership, 
and not one enters by confession but all twelve turn out to 
be communicants from other churches, at that moment 
the traditional substance seems to leak out of the word 
“congregation.”® And the individual church becomes 
merely one cell in a church universal, a standardized unit 
for us pilgrims, not unlike a service station for the conven- 
ience of tlie passers-by.®® The effective congregation 
seems to be following the town meeting into obhvion. 

If we turn next to the vast area of the American econ- 
omy, the emphasis on transportation and the extraordi- 
nary flow of our interstate commerce surely challenge re- 
flection. To the casual motorist the Pennsylvania turnpikes 
and the Los Angeles freeways, the Holland Tunnels and 
Golden Gate Bridges, the Greyhounds and vista domes, 
the drive-it-yourself services and the U-Hauls, the masto- 
don trucks and the Teamsters Union; these may seem too 
familiar, practical, and economic to have any larger impli- 
cations for our culture. Yet, in the impressions of a visiting 
Frenchman, symbolically entitled La Grande Parade 
Americaine, one might recall what was said not so very 


* A few Sundays after these lines were penned, the minister in our 
loc.al Congregational Church stated that fifteen members had left the 
cJioir within the year as a result of moving away. 

In their analysis of ‘‘Institutions in Motion,” McKitrick and 
Elkins propose that surs’ival requires portability', while the habit of 
moving generates improvisation along habitual lines, hence the indefinite 
multiplication of institutions, with duplicate organizations or interchange- 
able parts (e.g., the American Anny, or units of Bell Telephone).— Eric 
L. McKitrick and Stanley Elkins, ‘‘Institutions in Motion,” American 
Quarterhj (Summer 1960), XII, no. 2. pt. 1; 187-97. Wright Morris 
rather c-mphasized the American vitality of improvisation: ‘‘Made in 
U.S.A.” The American Scholar (Autumn I960), XXIX, no. 4, 493. 
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long ago about our railroads — they had entered into llic 
mtioml emotions as \\ ell as the lives of Americans 

pour 1 Europ^en cc n'est quun mo^cn dc transport, mais 
I Amcncam cprou\c un sentiment vomn do lamour patn 
otiquc pour Ic trim qui est i h fois un ami, im t^mom 
unique, un champion aim6 ct un lien national Sans 
Ic chcmin do for, il n > a pas d Elats Unis 

Ics villes sonl n^es surses bords, comme cn Europe 
Ic long des nves dcs flcu\cs Celle nva^rc dc metal 
amenail a\cc cUc la \ie cl d^posait sur scs \ergcs dcs 
alluvions campcmcnls, puis cil6s* 

Toll J Dutci), not only had the railroads created the 
nation, the) CArpressed the grandeur of Amcncan concep 
tions, and he \Ncnt on to quote from Freeman Hublnrds 
Uatlroad Avenue , the C & O prose poem 

Listen From across the sleeping countryside 
Comes (lie steady, rli) thmic rumble of the trains 
Tile great liusky trains of America 
Tliey VO talked to you since childhood, 

Tlic) VO told you m the lonely silence of the night 
Of far off places of romance and adventure! 

Sadi), our own generation has Iiad to watch the de 
misc of the steam engine, the ossification of railroad man 
agcmcnl and the tlircatencd niin by featherbedding 
Those old arteries celebrated by Duteil have Jiardcned 
and deteriorated And so todaj it is the aulomobilcs and 
planes that breathe of romance and adventure, that speak, 
to us of distant lands that carr) the m}Stic numlicrs and 
^rerm TfAx-Ta\t?Aifi wA 

and Galixic, Impala and Mustang Riv lera and Ronnev die, 
JelStar and 7 17 ^ct even now the threat of a national r.ad 
road sfnke can shake President and Congress 

Back in 1936 Pliilip Guedalla, in reviewing Amcncan 
development, ventured his celebrated judgment *The 
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true history of the United States is the history of transpor- 
tation ... in which the names of railroad presidents are 
more significant than those of Presidents of the United 
States.” ■* 

Then came Henry Ford. And what his system of pro- 
duction and his Tin Lizzie did to the transport, the roads, 
the tax structure, the work habits, and the lives of Ameri- 
cans has become part of the American legend. From sport 
to transport to unifier of tlie nation: what the railroads 
had initiated, the automobile completed. It made us one 
people out of many: “We became more alike than we were 
different.” It generated the richest and most productive 
economy of all time; without the mobility given us by our 
cars, first on tracks and then on rubber, these technologi- 
cal miracles and this affluent .society would not have been 
possilile. The motor industry also fed our aspirations and 
fueled our dynamism: mobility meant experiment and op- 
portunity to grow. With the disappearance of free land in 
the West it even gave us new elbow room. 

Unfortunately not without costs. With the automo- 
bile, said George Kennan, “we have done untold damage 
to our society.” Charged Lewis Mumford; “The assumed 
right of the private motor car to go any place in the city 
and park anywhere is nothing less than a license to destroy 
the city. A third critic has written of this country as God’s 
Own Junkyard. And from a fourth we hear that “the auto- 
mobile s promise of pleasure and liberation turned into 
dismemberment of the city, the defiling of nature, and the 
compounding of chaos with congestion.” Obviously, the 
junking of cars and the abandonment of derelict jalopies 
on the parkw.ays and streets have become serious prob- 
lems, On lop of that it has dawned on us that the automo- 
bile industry has been filling our air witlr leaded exliaust 
vapors, and now is threatening to choke the circulation of 

J2G 



The Fifth Freedom 


both men and goods by just too many cars Will most of us 
soon be “sitting m a perpetual traffic )am“?* •* And must wc 
soon bar private automobiles from most of our cities? I do 
not think so The price would be much too high As one 
defender has written, 

Eliminate the car and )ou must eliminate pnv’acy 
and the single liome with a bedroom for each child, a 
lawTi and a tree, scratch the shopping center and the 
clean, one story suburban factoiy and office, forget the 
dancing lessons for jumor three miles aw a) , tlic suburban 
college campus and the weekend tnp to the countr) or 
the wilderness Kill the supermarlcct, too, and tell cacli 
woman to shop each day for the night's meal instead of 
loading up on groccncs once a week 

Even the protesters drive to their rallies . • 

In sober fact, tlie car has rearranged and m some de- 
gree damaged the quality of American hfc, but also has 
become a part of it, an indispensable part For it is now 
the vehicle for our passions as well as for transportation 
People will do almost anything rather than give up this 
outlet for feeling As Harrj Golden slated it,’ "They sim- 
ply pack their tensions, their frustrations and unfulfilled 
)camings into tlie automobile and the) 're off'*** Man) 

* Already in 1964, one could read that “ there are some ISO 
mil!»on people in the United Stales each occupying about 2 square feet 
of our land surface there arc also close to 70 million pni'ate automobiles 
in the United States each occup>anp about 120 square feet of land (In 
addition there are 15 niillian trucks and buses. ) 

"In short only 360 million square feet of America are being used 
(at any ^veo. motnentl by pc'aplc but SA bUlion sqmte feet of this 
country, or 23 times as many square feel are co\‘ered wlh private auto- 
mohtles" — Peter Blake, Cod's Otm /iml^rd ( 1064 ) p 119 

•* A colleague and fnend has often told me how his father, head 

of an automobile appliance company on the West Coast used to ha 
ringue his salesmen at the annual banquet "Well, boys, go out and sell 
'em [the things to put In their cirsl Times may be tough but people 
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people drive (it is obvious) to satisfy their longings for 
power; others make it their whole recreation; still others 
use it as an almost perfect way of escape. Yet of all tlie 
car’s gifts perhaps the greatest gift is freedom. It satisfies 
an ancient and fundamental American urge. By simply 
turning a key we can now go almost anywhere we please. 

Q. Why are passenger services on the railroads vir- 
tually doomed? 

A. Because they are so much slower than the planes 
and less convenient than automobiles. ( The trains 
are straitjacketed by their tracks. ) 

Q. And why will the complete substitution of munic- 
ipal transportation be fiercely resisted? 

A. Because we’ll refuse to allow a monopoly of move- 
ment by the public authority. The right to go 
where we want and when we want is too precious. 

As Simeon Strunsky so paradoxically asserted a gen- 
eration ago; “The more things American change under the 
impact of the automobile, the more they remain American. 

. . . The automobile embodies a vigorous restatement 
of basic national principles. The automobile cannot under- 
mine the old American way of life because it is the prod- 
uct of that way of life and of the spirit that shaped it. It 
incorporates the aims and impulses that guided our older 
history. The throb of its engine is tlie beat of the historic 
American tempo.” ® 

But let us now get out of our cars to examine, for just 
a moment, one of the outstanding by-products. I refer to 
that extraordinary flat-topped do-it-yourself store which 
car-minded Californians sold to the nation and which re- 
cently has had our Continental scholar-critics goggling 

will give up their food, they 11 give up their likher, but theyll never 
give up their cars." 
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and almost speechless (he supermarket Ev en with its sat- 
ellite shopping center, the superm'irkct maj not be so \ ery 
unprecedented in its concentration of possibilities one 
senses a modernized version of Old World market squares, 
one is reminded of the crowded bazaars which go back to 
prehistory Inside tins Amencan sales factory there is self- 
service, which to a European does have some revolution 
ary implications But what is it we drop into our wheeled 
boskets? Why, nothing special |ust canned goods, bottled 
beverages, packaged cereals, and frozen foods — almost all 
with common names or standard brands Some of the arti- 
cles come from a long way off, hardly any from the immc- 
idiate neighborhood, but that is an old story in the Ameri- 
can market We could buy these articles as well five 
hundred miles away In fact, vve have brought them across 
the continent, and with time many of the newest brands 
will seep into the remotest settlements Why? Because they 
arc cheaper and better? It may be Because the American 
production line, with automatic machinery, interchange- 
able parts, mass production, and high pressure salesman 
ship in the mass media inevitably undersells and replaces 
the local or regional product? Quite probably With press 
and radio and television to back up Good Housekeeping 
and a Scars-Roebuck catalogue, what might one not sell? 

Yet I wonder a little about local pnde or prejudice, 
and the proverbial sectional antagonisms, not to mention 
ingrained habits or man’s immemorial dishke of accepting 
things from outsiders Did our Californians cheerfully 
take their steel from Pittsburgh? Did traditions of taste 
and individual vvorkmianship set no limits to the spread of 
Grand Rapids’? Do vve really like the Western Golden 
Delicious as well as the New England apples of our boy- 
hood? \Vhat standard brand, I want to know, can possibly 
match the bite and aroma of a Broadleaf Connecticut ci- 
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gar? And how did those insipid “fifteen-centers” get to 
New Haven in the first place? Because they were adver- 
tised and brought in by salesmen? No doubt, in due 
course. But first one suspects they came in men s pockets. 
And then they were asked for, and slowly offered, in the 
comer dmgstores. In my book, it was often the obvious 
superiority of the mass product that persuaded. But at 
other times it was the man who helped bring the article.” 
Or, coming in from outside, and not finding what he was 
used to, he asked to have it brought in, “ 

So if the standard brands find tlieir way into the re- 
motest settlements, and soon come to dominate the lonely 
crossroads, may it not be in part because tiiey are what the 
travelers asked for? When frozen chickens first invade the 
village grocery, does one not know tl..it an old customer 
has already been in, or will drop in tomorrow? 

Advertising and word of mouth are immeasurably 
powerful. Ideas can carry packages no less well than men. 
But things are surer if the man has been by, too. So our 
cans chase our consumers about the country — and vice 
versa. In a sense we are in a circular argument. Standard 
brands make moving from region to region less painful to 
the traveler, while at the same time the traveler makes it 
easier for standard brands to cover the whole nation. Take 

“ A few days after first writing these words, I came on the story 
of how in 1844 the first wholesale pic factory in New England got its 
start. It appears that a homesick son in New York, witli other New 
Haven lads who longed for "old-fashioned pies,” gave Amos Munson 
b.ack in New Haven the idea of selling up a pie factory and shipping his 
Connecticut pics” via steamboat to New York. Within five years Mun- 
son ,s finu wa.s producing one thousand pies a day, and the freight bills 
hy steamhoat hecame so large that Munson opened a plant in New York 
City. Ex’ctitually three of his workers "started their o%vn pie-making, 
f.actories after learning the trade. They were H. H. Olds who stayed in 
New Haven; Elisha Case who went to Chicago; and J. E. Perry who 
settled in Providence.”— New Haven Register, Feb. 3, 1963. See also the 
article, New Haven Pie Industry,” in the same newspaper, Oct. 22, 1967, 
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away tlic moving consumer, and the standard brand will 
not •'mo%c so well either Cesf /ou? Eh bten, monsieur 
Which arc ) our f iv onte chain stores in France? 

No doubt this seems a long way around to a simple 
fact, but that fact is w orth pondenng Whether as cause or 
coincidence or consequence, mobility is built into our so- 
cial economy And if we have achieved not only a certain 
uniformit) of speech, but a generalization of consumer 
taste and an agrecd-on vocabulary of comfort across the 
nation it is because both men and ideas have been m al 
most constant motion evcrj'where 

To put this another way, our regional economies and 
pccultanlies have followed our local loyalties — just as our 
cities have followed our towms, and our homes our splm 
tered families — into increasing disrepair, giving way to an 
c\cr more generalized, homogenized, and effervescent 
American style of life Because of motion 


One Mould of course like to know mucli more about the 
impact of mobility on our institutions — most especially on 
politics and the law How has moinhty entered into our 
common or statute law? What changes has it produced m 
the laws goienimg real estate? Of movable possessions? 
Of domiciliary rights or estate taxes? It would be astonish 
ing if even that tough and resistant mountain complex of 
accumulated decisions which we call the Law did not 
show the parallel grooves and occasional water gaps 
scoured h) the slow dnfts and sudden freshets of our 
population within the post two centuries But, in all can 
dor, I hav c been able to find few examples * In our Icgisla 

'VVhen Hell) Crtcn d,«l in 1916 so ml stales struggled ra%en 
oml) for the pmilegc of call ng her a legal resident, for m the law she 
could belong to but one Will not this some day ha\e to be changed? 

In the world of farm ammak (which also moved) it is instructive 
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tures and city boards of aldermen we even still cling to the 
local residence requirements and the district delegate idea 
rather than shift to the more fluid “virtual representation” 
long practiced in England and now made feasible by our 
automobile-airplane age. Possibly the movements of 
Bobby Kennedy to New York and of Richard Nixon be- 
tween New York and California may presage a change; 
but our political parties and patronage habits will ob- 
struct. 

What happens when free mobility threatens injury to 
the public welfare? Obviously any government must try to 
impose restraints. Thus for presumed reasons of social, 
physical, moral, or financial health, we have at times re- 
stricted immigration, excluded the criminals and the dis- 
eased, imposed national origins quotas, and made move- 
ment into this country not a little unpleasant as well as far 
from free. The import of plants and animals into the coun- 
try or across some state boundaries (e.g., California) is 
controlled and to a degree restricted by agricultural qua- 
rantines. For like reasons there are laws against the car- 
riage of firearms across state lines. 

Taking advantage of the interstate commerce clause, 
the federal government has prohibited tlie carriage from 
one state to another of kidnapped persons, strikebreakers, 


to observe how the English laws of fencing did have to be changed. 

or wlicre the common law had required each stock raiser to enclose his 
animals with a legal fence, in the New World, with so much wilder- 
ness and free land available for both domesticated cattle and domes- 
icaled plants mans animal and vegetable slaves — it soon came to 
seern more sensible, in fact necessary', to require farmers to put the 
cnees around their crops. That is, the costs of fencing (and the more 
wo 1 e our-footed slaves!) got the upper hand. And it was only with 
le^ isappearance of the open range in any given area that the agricul- 
unsts egan to have a chance to restore the balance in their own favor, 
ce ‘ar ^y, Hayter, Livestock-Fencing Conflicts in Rural America, 
^gncuUural History (Jan. 1963), 37 : 11 - 20 . 
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or women for immoral purposes The United States has 
also forbidden the shanghaiing of sailors, or any interstate 
moving or traveling to avoid prosecution, confinement 
after conviction, or giving testimony in a criminal ease On 
a lower plane, tax reasons have acted to inhibit the per- 
sonal transport of alcohols into one state from another, 
and when the New York commuter cames city earnings 
into the suburbs of Connecticut or New Jersey, two states 
may ir) to tax him Yet all this adds up to very little * 
Altogether there seem to be remarkably few “cattle 
guards’* sunk into the boundaries of our states to Veep 
their human herds from straying Instead, these sovereign 
entities find themselves helpless to prevent the passage of 
strangers across their temlones, powerless to block the in- 
\asion of Okies or freedom riders or destitute blacks fn 
flight from the Southern uplands, unable even to impede 
the exodus of ihciT own citizens with their votes, their cap 
ital, and their business Organizations 

Such lias not been the universal human experience In 
classical times, we arc told, the flight from taxes and per- 
haps other concerns caused the Romans to tie their cob 
nists to ihcir occupations and residences hence a start for 
serfdom Tor almost a thousand years men were bound to 
the soil and taught their obligations of place by the feudal 
system Then the Elizabethan Poor Law of 1601 and later 
Settlement Acts, when feudal estates were breaking up 
and vngnnc) loomed as an intcrpansh problem, set a 
more limited hut harsh precedent, which some of our 
states hav c tned to imitate, to protect their own job oppor- 


* ^ '' (Xxlw-anl lo whom I owe man) useful suggestions has 

UmI before the Cmt Wat some jiales in the Midwest had laws 
pf^biung the immigration of free Vegroes unUl 1886 South and North 
diffetenl mltoid j;aug« and the Southern freight rale slnicture 
*^t^iiiUnxh^d„,gntonsinct4^pcMion fn a degree the same 
«xild be said of the basing pomt system m \ndustry 
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tunities and their welfare funds from destitute itinerants.® 

Yet our earliest colonizing charters had encouraged a 
freedom of movement which the settlement process then 
converted into a habit. In 1774, the mother country’s at- 
tempt to exclude our colonists from the West (by the Que- 
bec Act) helped ignite the Revolution. In the Declaration 
of Independence, George III was accused of interfering 
with free immigration and naturalization. And in both the 
Articles of Confederation and the U.S. Constitution (later 
also in the Constitution of the Confederate States of Amer- 
ica!), the citizens of each state were declared "entitled to 
all the privileges and immunities of the citizens of the sev- 
eral states.”®® The basic law of our republic should make 
it safe for a citizen to go. E Pluribus Unum. Disunity 
through the inhibition of movement was to be dis- 
couraged. And thereafter the equal application of the 
Constitution to all sections and states, whether Northern 
or Southern, whether humid or dry, whether English, 
French, Spanish, Indian, or African in origin or prevailing 
culture, would constitute an implicit assumption and en- 
dorsement of free movement. 

What cognizance has the Supreme Court given to 
motion? It has struck down taxes and other impediments 
to interstate circulation. While upholding vagrancy laws 
as generally valid exercises of a state’s police power, it has 

° "Usu.ally it is form.nlly stipulated that local aid to non-residents 
can be given only to return them where they came from. Barely is any 
provision made to help them settle down.” — Barbara Carter (“The 
Jalopy Nomads,” The Reporter, Nt.ay 7, 1964, p. 33). The 1971 renewal 
of efforts by New York State to require a year’s residence for relief is in 
point. 

In Article IV of the Articles of Confederation was next added 
this phrase: “and the people of each state shall have free ingress and re- 
gress to and from any other state.” For some reason (perhaps the slave 
question, possibly forgetfulness) this was omitted from the otherwise 
similar article in the Constitution. 
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limited Ac residence icqunements And it has repeatedly 
uplicld Ac cilncn s tight to travel as an adjunct to such 
haste nghts as voting, association, commerce, contracts, or 
Inclihood Along a jutispnidcnUal pathway that has had a 
niimbct o! twists and turns, from the Passenger Cases of 
1849 to Shapiro v Thompson in 1969, the Supreme Court 
has generally, though for differing reasons, supported free- 
dom of movement The grounds given (m tough chrono- 
logical order) have been the “privileges and immunities" 
clause of Article IV, Section 2, of Ac Constitution, the 
commerce clause (Art I, Sec 8), the concept of Union, the 
14th or Due Process Amendment, the 5A Amendment, 
and on occasion Ac Isl Amendment 

Curiouslj^and Ais point has been made m a recent 
stud) Mhi6h is worth quoting — the right to travel may be 
‘ fundamental to rnauy concepts of Ae United States cili- 
rcnship and explicit in our puhhc beliefs, hut it is 
onlj implicit in our taws Freedom of movement is not to 
Ik tahen in Ae same light as the freedom of speech which 
IS cvplicitl) guaranteed by Ac words of the First Amend- 
ment 'Congress shall male no law respecting free- 
dom of speech or of the press ' The nght to travel 
has no such protcctiic clause The very plenitude of am- 
liignous constitutional interpretations which uphold it 
weaVen its ovm legal strength " So it couU be upset to 
morrow But the sentiment against restnction will surely 
l>c\cr) strong 


It remains to ask about the United Stales itself If the inte 
rmr and Inteistate passage of persons has known few im 

reuntq? Here meraones of the Alien and Sedition Acts 
nativisl moiemenls of the 1830's and 1850's, and soma 
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ninety years of immigration restriction since 1882 would 
seem to cloud any professed freedom of entry; while some 
recent efforts of Congress and the State Department to 
prevent travel to Communist countries, or to withhold 
passports from some of our own citizens, would clearly 
seem to threaten free egress. Yet each issue deserves closer 
inspection. 

From the beginning, our nation championed the right 
of expatriation and offered easy naturalization. In due 
course, the Supreme Court declared tliat children born to 
aliens in tliis country were citizens of the United States. 
And finally it has been established that a citizen, whether 
native or naturalized, can be held to have lost his citizen- 
ship neither for residing abroad nor for voting in a foreign 
election, but only by a voluntary act of renunciation. As 
another unpublished study'^ remarks, “A nation built on 
immigration could hardly afford any other rule; only in 
this way can the country be assured of not creating a class 
permanently disfavored by the very mobility which char- 
acterizes the country as a whole.” 

As for legal restrictions on entry, these seem to have 
come surprisingly late, in a piecemeal and hesitant fash- 
ion, and with powerful effect only when thrust on our so- 
ciety by mas*sive emotional campaigns. From the start 
some of the states, inspired by colonial memories, prohib- 
ited the immigration of convicts and tried also to exclude 
foreign paupers. But the immigration regulations of any 
single state could easily be evaded, and the head taxes to 
help take care of immigrant paupers were declared un- 
constitutional. Quite understandably, tlie increases in 
numbers and tlie unequal burdens of cost led the states to 
seek federal aid, which generated the first federal immi- 
gration regulation of 1882, and Oie exclusion of such unde- 
sirables as were threats to public morals, like prostitutes 
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anti thieves, to public finance, like paupers and insane per- 
sons, or to public health, like earners of various conta- 
gious diseases*’ Meanwhile, the job conscious labor move- 
ment had secured the exclusion of Europeans who, prior 
to departure, hid signed contracts to work in the United 
States After the assassination of McKinley by an anar- 
chist, uTumgranls who advocated or believed m the \ lolcnt 
ONcrfhrow of the government were excluded And finally, 
but not until well into the twentieth century and experi- 
ence with million a year inflows largely from southern and 
eastern Europe, one saw organized labors drive to reduce 
numbers (or protect certain job monopolies) fuse with the 
cultunl and ethnic fears of the educated to produce a lit- 
eracy test, yearly quotas, and a national ongms system — 
tint IS, an annual legal entry of 150,000 w ith preference to 
the older immigration stocli In the 1920's, Orientals from 
a largo sector of the earth were even totally and perma- 
nently excluded Yet it may be noted that these restric- 
tions seemed somehow unnatural, were adopted during or 
after catastrophic wars (or socioeconomic crises in Cah- 
fomta ) , and tended to be modified as the emergencies re- 
ceded Now skilled workers are given priority, temporary 
sojourns hy students and by scholars are almost encour- 
aged, and Orientals arc no longer totally excluded, yet the 
quota system, and within it a preference structure, persists 
If the disparities m numbers, economic standards, and cul- 
tural attitudes were not so \cry great, one might look with 
some confidence for a further liberalization 

As for going abroad, the regulation of exit has been 
Very much slighter but has followed a comparable curve “ 
At first Americans were free to go, and no papers were 
required Passports were merely letters of introduction, 
and until 1856 were issued only on occasion and by a wide 
range of ofilcials, from a Secretary of State to a local no- 
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tary public. On the Continent of Europe, since Louis 
XIV, passports had been used to prevent the flight of mili- 
tary conscripts or the smuggling out of industrial secrets, 
or to prevent invasion by paupers, plague carriers, or wan- 
dering Jews, In England itself, in the last quarter of the 
eighteenth century. Parliament had repeatedly prohibited 
the export of skilled workmen or industrial machinery. 
Then, under die pressures of nineteenth-century national- 
ism, the border inquisitions and the bureaucratic paper- 
work had multiplied until the paralyzing numbers carried 
by the new railroads — and laissez-faire, laissez-passer atti- 
tudes — had forced relaxation. Yet in tlie United States, 
with the brief exception of the Civil War, no passports 
were required for exit or entry until World War I — after 
which came relaxation, then re-enforcement in World War 
II and the Cold War that followed. 

Restrictions on travel to particular areas, which be- 
gan in 1915 as a protection to our travelers, were revived 
in 1952 widi national policy, anti-Communist implica- 
tions. American Communists themselves could not get a 
passport between 1917 and 1931; and in 1950 it was made 
a criminal offense for a member of a Communist action 
organization to apply for or to use a passport. But soon 
litigation set in. in earnest. First, the widfliolding of partic- 
ular passports was held as without congressional authoriza- 
tion and contrary to the due process clause. Then, in the 
case of Staughton L)md, who had gone to Hanoi but said 
he would not.take his passport to forbidden areas, the Dis- 
trict of Columbia Court of Appeals ruled that a new pass- 
port had to be issued and that passports served only to 
make American diplomatic facilities available; if a citizen 
wished to do without, that was his affair.^'^ So tlie American 
passport has been restored to its original function of iden- 
tification and presumably is required, if at all, only by 
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other m crnmcnls. No longer, one hopes, will either Con- 
gress or the Stale Department be able arbitrarily to pre- 
vent Americans (rom traveling abroad. 

for a short time it seemed almost as if these authori- 
ties had revived Nc Eicot Hegno, that old prerogative and 
personal svrit of the hings of England which, from Magna 
Carta onward, John and his successors had gradually been 
forced to surrender.* Vet there was and is something so 
tyrannical in such a prohibition — and so contrary' to the 

• In 1215 King John \'as forewJ to gi\e up the o! Nr Excot 
Rfgno il stipuUtwl that except for cnmiiuils, outlaws, alien 
nalionilj, and hnefl) m limes o^ war. Jicc<« unictif 7 ue de cetcro cure 


utmiicu trom the second issue of Magna Carta >n 1210, and Ifenrj lU 
re/juirnl all persnns going abroad to secure n rojal hecase or he fined. 
Hut grsdfuliy lui successors found they couW control or arrest onl) 
ipecul cIjs'cs, the rest prcsumalily being free to come and go In 1C06, 
to aceommorhtc the Scots. Ne Exeat llegno was .ahohshed (if indeed 
tlie msal pteiogMwc could he hmtted) Mote seeoiel), one could 
llitt the Srtit was discrted from an instrument of the Crown to suhserse 
tlic Interests of private individuals, for NV Exeat was taVen over b) the 
Court of Clianccry In prevent parties to a suit in eriml) from with- 
draw mg to 1 foreign hnd 

"In msn) of till* Amcncin Commonwealths, the writ of Ne Exeat, 
seeming repiipiant to Amencan insiiiutions. has been abolished hy 
statute, either expressly or fij mipUcatwm although vn a few jurisdictions 
It h stdl in forev .and recognircd bj statutory enactment (Fla, Wise, 
\a , Ca , 17,5 ) Probably m a majonty of the states wherein the 
wnt has been aliohvhed it has Ijeen supplintes! b> statutory tcmediCT for 
dclifning debtors similar in effect fo AV Exeat ” (Americun /urtr- 
prudrnce. aS 618 IT ) 

WlvelbeT tlve wnl Nr Fieat Jiepubhea can now be used by tbe 
fetleral government to prevent exit from the United States for other than 
eaoves fn equity wriuld seem to be moot For Kc Exeat, sec W S Mc- 
Ktcbnie. Mogna Carlo (2nd ed. 2 sols. New York, 1938) pp 473-8 
For guidance and xuggestiom on thn and other matters of legal history. 
1 am Indebted to Professor Alexander X| Bictel of the Yale Law School, 
also to tbe former bw dean, Eugene V n«tow, and to my colleagues 
in hivloy. Professor Milium It Dunham and the late Professor Arebb 
tiaui S Foonl 
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historic ethos of our society— that only the intense fears of 
Communist Russia and China could warrant its temporary 
exercise. 

In summary it would be fair to conclude that, though 
almost 40 million managed to get in, foreigners have en- 
joyed only a somewhat qualified right of entry to the 
United States. But our own citizens, save only for emer- 
gency situations or military installations or private prop- 
erty protected by laws against trespass, have been free to 
go anywhere in this country, and almost as free to travel 
abroad. Indeed, the average American feels he has a nat- 
ural right to come and go as he pleases. Oddly enough, our 
Declaration of Independence and our Constitution fail to 
state this right. So it is to the French Revolutionary Con- 
stitution of September 3, 1791, that one must turn to find 
formally proclaimed among the inalienable human rights 
“la liberte a tout homme d’aUer, de Tester, de partir, sans 
pouvoir etre arrete, ni detenu, que selon les formes 
d^terminees par la Constitution.” Yet the French, having 
declared the principle, proved hesitant in application, and 
promptly abandoned their own constitutional position. 
Whereas the Americans, without explicit constitutional 
declaration, have assumed the existence of the right and in 
practice have carried it to its logical extremes. 

In World War II, as a goal for our century, Franklin 
Delano Roosevelt proclaimed the Four Freedoms: of 
speech and religion, from want and fear. He failed to say 
(possibly because it seemed self-evident?) that basic to 
these Four Freedoms, and indispensable to each one, had 
been still another freedom. For the best escape from want 
and fear, since time out of mind, has been flight; while the 
freedom to dissent and the separation of Church and State 
have come, at least in the American experience, largely by 
means of migration. Whether the institutions of other soci- 
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dies will be reshaped as ours have been, and whether the 
right of mobility will be found indispensable to human 
rights everywhere, remains to be seen,** But for Ameri- 
cans, and for the societal structures they have created, one 
of the greatest and most consequential freedoms is, has 
been, and perhaps ever will be, the Fifth Freedom; our 
Freedom to Nfovc. 



'‘A Restless 
Temper . . . ” — 

And its long-range consequences 
for society, land, and people 


Let us new shift the spotlight from the impact of restless- 
ness on our institutions to three other major categories: 
our relations with things, with each otlier, and with our- 
selves. 

The elite ‘of Europe accuse us of materialism in many 
forms, from a childlike delight in shiny gadgets to a will- 
ing slaver)' to labor-saving machinery, from engrossment 
with creature comforts to a worship of the almighty dol- 
lar, from an obsession with material possessions to the de- 
basement or total neglect of the finer arts. 

One vivid image of the American home is that of a 
procession of new dishwashers, freezers, mixers, and other 
mechanical devices going in tire front door, while out tlie 
back door comes another procession of the barely used 
and still serviceable machines of yesterday, on their way 



“A Jlcstlcss TcmjKT 

to llic discard heap ' This picture sa>s lliat ue are nch, 
hot also w asteful, not to sa) careless with our things 

Arc all rich peoples so enamored of new things or so 
careless of the old? The question has only to be asked in 
the context of the European aristocrac), or of privileged 
classes anjavherc, to suggest that something else must be 
imohed luVe Iicsidcs ‘ plcnt> ” And I would propose that 
tins something maj lie ui one of the pecuhanties of the 
American experience As a part of that experience, travel 
mg hither and )on, cxen moving Ins family from year to 
)car, the American has been subjected to a bombardment 
of new situations, stimulated b) the unexpected, taught to 
accept and to v aluc new things Also m moving so often he 
lias Iiad to leave a good deal behind On the one hand, 
believing in progress and looking toward the future, he 
has come to expect cliangc and to assume that change will 
be gocul On llio otlier, he has discovered that jesterday’s 
valualilcs ma) safclv be discarded The new model auto 
mohilc will be more powerful than the old Technology 
has ahead) made some of hts labor saving equipment ob 
soldo Indeed, since the da)s of the clipper ships, our m* 
duslrnl svslcm has been building obsolescence into its 
protluds— jiist as we consumers have learned to build ob 
soksetnet into our liousehold planning Not all of us, it is 
tnie ^el next vear an impressive percentage of our neigh 
I>ors and .acrjinintancos will cither trade in the family car, 
install a disposal in the kitchen sink. bu> a new lawn 
mow or or pt rhaps niov c to an all*clcclnc house 

So h) long practice and habituation, we ma) say, the 
Amcncan has become a ncopluliac a lover of the new Yet 
■t he Iccps chasing nc« possessions it should be noticed 
that his relations with the things thcmselscs do not go 
'CIJ deep In part for the scij reason that he has seen so 
much that is new and hand) and Ins grown used to 
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changes, and improvements, he will be quick to pick 
up new gadgets and games and the latest fashions, 
yet as quick to discard them for something different or 
better. 

Reflecting on all this, I find it hard to believe that a 
sedentary population would show any such gay abandon. 

As for our basic pragmatism — our insistence on prac- 
ticality — our emphasis on engineering — our preference for 
applied science over basic science — our anti-inteilectual- 
ism and aversion to theory — have not all these been 
strengthened by our restlessness? I do not for a moment 
question the influence of our lower-middle-class inherit- 
ance. But is not pragmatism also the natural faith of 
movers? For they can’t afford to wait. If something is to be 
worthwhile it must work. As Everett S. Lee shrewdly ob- 
served a full decade ago: “Migrants are likely to meet 
their numerous new situations with temporary expedients 
at the expense of long-run solutions. The most character- 
istic of American philosophies, pragmatism, which stresses 
continuous short-term adjustments in the conviction tliat 
whatever works is best, is a typically migrant philosophy.” “ 
To which may be added the thought that successful ad- 
justment breeds confidence. So our pragmatism, our doc- 
trine of works, reinforces our optimism, removes the threat 
from novelty and change, and makes further movement in- 
viting.® 

If we now bring into view that rather different cate- 
gory of things we call nature, or the physical environment, 
have not Americans once again proved themselves avid 
yet careless of their resources?^ On landing, our fore- 
fathers found the wild continent more terrible than beau- 
tiful: a savage wilderness to be feared, brutally fought, 

For a discussion of our moncy-mindedness, and its rclatior to 
movement, see ch. 10. 
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and mastered as the price of sumvaL For almost two cen- 
tunes it resisted attack Then the mountain barriers were 
breached, the great interior opened And once conquered, 
or on the way to subjection, the continent began to fasci* 
natc our amosity, our cupidity, and our ambition \Vlierc 
some dreamed of a better, simpler, bucolic New World so- 
ciety, a new Garden of Eden — and where others saw the 
wilderness as a challenge to adventure or as a refuge or 
hiding place — the great majonty. North and Soutli, rushed 
to exploit it The endless emptiness of its great open spaces 
lured us forward, the sheer novelty and awesome size of 
its natural wonders excited national pndc, its wealth drew 
us on Our forefathers liad never seen so much timber or 
so much \irgm land in a surprisingly short time they 
overran both And hard on their heels came the travelers 
and the sightseers in search of the sublime, the pictur- 
esque, the romantic ‘ beauties of nature " Sccnically, the 
Hudson Bivtr Palisades were but the curtain raiser to the 
grand landscapes of the interior With patriotic fervor we 
sent foreigners to \ lew Niagara Falls and the Great Lakes, 
to steamboat down the Ohio and Mississippi, to ride out 
over the Great Plains to the Rockies, to admire the Bad- 
lands and hfonument Valley, perhaps, but certainly the 
Grand Can) on and the giant rcdvvoi^ of California We 
streamed there ourselves, slopping off cn route to see the 
great Salt Lake or the fumarolcs of the Yellow stone 

let on the way West unfortunately, the face of na- 
ture soon began to show signs of dissipation and human 
erosion Just as the Tidewater tobacco plantations bad 
been worn out b) rapacious cropping, so the hardwood 
forests of the Ohio Valley and the magnificent while pine 
stands of Michigan vv ere soon decimated In sw ift progres 
Sion, the prainc sods were plowed, overplanted, and 
robbctl of much of their fertiht), while either side the 


145 



THE MOVING AMERICAN 

changes, and improvements, he will be quick to pick 
up new gadgets and games and the latest fashions, 
yet as quick to discard them for something different or 
better. 

Reflecting on all this, I find it hard to believe that a 
sedentary population would show any such gay abandon. 

As for our basic pragmatism — our insistence on prac- 
ticality — our emphasis on engineering — our preference for 
applied science over basic science — our anti-intellectual- 
ism and aversion to theory — have not all these been 
strengthened by our restlessness? I do not for a moment 
question the influence of our lower-middle-class inherit- 
ance. But is not pragmatism also the natural faitli of 
movers? For they can’t afford to wait. If something is to be 
worthwhile it must work. As Everett S. Lee shrewdly ob- 
served a full decade ago: "Migrants are likely to meet 
their numerous new situations with temporary expedients 
at the expense of long-run solutions. The most character- 
istic of American philosophies, pragmatism, which stresses 
continuous short-term adjustments in the conviction that 
whatever works is best, is a typically migrant philosophy.” ^ 
To which may be added the thought that successful ad- 
justment breeds confidence. So our pragmatism, our doc- 
trine of works, reinforces our optimism, removes the threat 
from novelty and change, and makes further movement in- 
viting.® 

If we now bring into view that rather different cate- 
gor)' of things we call nature, or the physical environment, 
have not Americans once again proved themselves avid 
yet careless of their resources? On landing, our fore- 
fathers found the wild continent more terrible than beau- 
tiful; a savage wilderness to be feared, brutally fought. 

For a discussion of our money-mindcdness, and its relab'or to 
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Great Divide the ghosts of abandoned mining towns began 
to haunt the dry gulches and arroyos. 

Happily, it will be observed, some of the most spec- 
tacular resources have now been wrested in some part 
from commercial exploitation and “saved for the nation 
( along with the modest sand dunes of Cape Cod ) . Yet this 
in itself is a curious grand concourse kind of salvation. At 
best our natural wonders we first admire, then exploit, 
then reluctantly turn into national parks, not to be lived 
with but to be visited with, not to become the basis for a 
distinct and colorful regional society but to be experi- 
enced superficially by just about everyone,” The democ- 

* It is revealing to reread the advertisenaent for The Amcncan 
llcrilage Book of Natural Wonders ( 1963) : 

“As Robert Frost remarked recently, ‘What makes a nation in 
the beginning is a good piece of geography.’ 

“Tliat, for certain, we’ve had in these United States. A land so 
whopping big and wild and varied that even now — ^when we can 
span it in four hours, or scar its remotest comer with a beer can it 
can awe and dazzle us. 

“You’ve probably seen a lot of America, because the lovely and 
barrier-free country has conditioned us all to be easy travelers. And 
surely you have had the thrill, more than once, of imagining what it 
was like to be the explorer who saw some great vista for the first time 
— a Henry Hudson, a Captain John Smith, a Meriwether Lewis. 

"View the land as they saw it (and you can still, here and there) 
stretching westward without end, and it is easy to comprehend why 
America forged a new kind of man. The primitive continent called 
for a new way of life, and a new point of view, that marks us all to 
this day. 

"No doubt of it, tile American land lias been the anvil tliat has 
shaped a lot of your iielief and character. And no doubt at all, much 
of the American land is a spectacular sight to see. , . ." American 
Heritage Publi.shing Co., Inc. ( 1963). 

One wonders if American Heritage really meant to emphasize that 
tin's vast continent, without barriers, has shrunk to a mere four hours, 
witli its beauties considerably spoiled, its natural wonders scaned by 
iieer cans, and its grand vistas only here and there still visible. At all 
events, the uneasy conscience and the commercial instinct both come 
tiirongh. In sober retrospect, if the land did give a little sha.oc and much 
scope to the American character, it was in its turn almost reshaped by 
the moving .American And today in many places the face of the land is 
a dead giveaway; it shows what too many of us have really been like. 
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tljc old temm bulldozed mio seasjdc shape In a strange 
jiixf iposilion, each “nnch Iioasc*" for a rising jtiung cxccu 
ti\r must nou base a swimming pool In our real estate 
“flcvclopments,” we Erst sUm off (he topsoil nnd cut dowm 
the trees then we plant little hushes and saplings in artifi 
eial sj-mmetr) So here ogam one finds ns first admiring 
the n abusing nature s \ anctics We s«ll not he beholden to 
nature Neither time nor phec must liasc us m their 
pmer All of which brings even the fnendiv interpreter 
face to flee with this paradox that the people who m 
man> regards liad the most natural environment to adapt 
to have jiclded to it the least Perhaps thej have moved 
too much to Jet it realJi capUirc them, or the^ ate up space 
too fast to enjo} it’ 

In a less fnendiv review it maj l>e argued that we 
hive liccome tonglicncd bv exposure, hardened to ph)*?!* 
cal environment suporfiaal incur relations with nature as 
well as with things No doubt some prettv careless or in 
difftrinl parlies came lure in (he first place, and hept 
coming and kept coming and that must have Ix'cn a sub- 
stantial part of the exphmtion ^ct the American expen 
cnee of moving .and moving again has increased rather 
th3nf|uahfi<*d (he ‘'dctachnunt “ 


Without rpicstion there is much obo to l»c said alxml our 
relaficiiw with nature and with “things “ but let us move on 
to another aspect of the “diserpiilibnum which follows on 
the Amcncan coiuhtion” our social rtlaijons “From the 
point of view of the ruropean“ we heard Tliomton Wil 
dcr sav, “an Amincan is nonnd in rrlatum to place, disat 
ladled in relation to time InncK in relation to soaetv, 
and imubmissivc to ciraimstancr dcstinv or God“* In 
the htenrv perspective, the Amcncan has lieen calle-* the 
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All this, of course, is nothing more extraordinary than 
tlie conquest of nature. And Americans take that conquest 
for granted. Yet, as has so often been hinted by puzzled 
Europeans, the Americans relations with nature are nei- 
ther human nor natural. For where the classical or pagan 
traditions had given nature a soul, and even endowed each 
element with a guardian spirit — a god of the sea or of the 
winds, a goddess of tlie earth or some wood nymph for the 
trees — to Americans, somehow, nature’s elements were 
merely things, and things were to be mastered, exploited, 
manipulated. And where the Christianized hunters and till- 
ers of old Europe had painfully worked out a kind of sym- 
biosis, a man-land and crop-game balance of living, we 
upset the balance. From the first settlements, the record of 
our conquest of the continent became one of destruction 
and exploitation. Somehow the settlers and their succes- 
sors, the pioneers, did not really want to hve with the land 
and cultivate its soils or make most of its natural beau- 
ties, but rather slaughtered the wildlife, burned the for- 
ests, mined the soils, desecrated the landscape — and 
moved on. 

The story is an old one, and sad. Why take time to 
repeat it? Because it suggests a haunting might-have-been. 
Might not our pioneers have been more careful if they had 
had to stay put? 

Todaj' we still manipulate the physical environment 
in ways that would have staggered the Romans. Soils are 
changed by chemistry, clouds seeded, distances annihi- 
lated, or the balance of nature upset by massive applica- 
tions of sprayed poison. The needed snowfall for skiers a 
Vermonter accepts from Heaven, or else manufactures 
with a blower. If the home golf course seems too flat and 
uninteresting, now that the club members have played the 
Mid-Ocean and Pebble Beach, tire greens committee has 
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the foreigner. The Englishman, it has been rcmarkctl, is 
notoriously shy, and builds around his personal privacs’ all 
sorts of barriers and rescrs’cs of manner. Tlic American 
smiles and Invites you in. Yet once yoti ))a\c penetrated 
the Englishman’s defenses, all his aloofness disintegrates, 
his reserve melts, and he takes you into his heart. Whereas 
with the American you find yourself only in an anlc- 
ch.aml>er, and the dccpci you go the harder the going, the 
stiffer the barriers to real intimacy. 

Others have pointed out how surprised, even over- 
whelmed, Asian students can be by the friendly welcome 
of the dean or admissions officer of an American univer- 
sity, hut Iiow bitterly disillusioned they become when it 
turns out that this welcome is st4'mdard. not a personal and 
exclusive concern for the particular soul and body of the 
visiting student. Never trust a slrangerl 

Such misunderstandings call attention to a rather pe- 
culiar characteristic of the “person” in this countrj’, or at 
le.isl of the work relations of one person with another, or 
of one individual with the many. It is a commonplace that 
we pride ourselves on our individualism, but limit it. Indi- 
vidualism, American style, insists on personal liberty to 
act, but aims at progress by competition and cooperation. 
No peonage for us: our hero is the free individual. At the 
same time no man acts alone. Sooner or later even the lone 
wolf finds that sheer nilhlessncss defeats its own ends; 
there arc loo many against him. Over Iierc the nigged in- 
dividualist learns to compromise, and to be cooperative, 
too — at which point be may discover how much he can gel 
done with the help of others if he Imsts them, and even 
how satisfjing it is to be able to make bis owm personal 
“contribution." 

By contrast, individualism, Frcncli style, demands 
recognition of a unique personality — is ever jealous and 
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flic foreigner TJic Enghshimn, il Ins been rcniarVcd, i< 
notonousK sb) , and btnids around lus personal pnv nev all 
snrls of Inrrjcrs and reserves of manner The American 
smiles and invdcs )o\j in 'ict once >ou have pcnclralcd 
the Englishman’s defenses, all his aloofness disintegrates, 
Ins restrv e mtlls, and he lakes }Oii into his heart Whereas 
willi the American )Ou find )OurseIf only in an ante- 
chamber, and the decpei jou go the liardcr the going, the 
stiller the barriers to real intimac) 

Others have pointed out hou surprised, even over- 
whelmed, Asian students can be b) the fncndl) welcome 
of tlic dean or admissions officer of an American univcr- 
sitv, hut how hitlcrlj disillusioned ihc) become when it 
turns out that this w clcome is standard, not a personal and 
exclusive concern for the particular sou) and bod) of the 
V isi ting student Nev cr trust a sirangcrl 

Such misunderstandings call attention to a rather pc 
ctiliar characteristic of the ‘‘person” in this countr), or at 
least of the work relations of one person with another, or 
of one indiv idual w ith the many It is a commonplace that 
we pndc ourselves on our individualism, but limit it Indi- 
vidualism, Amcncan style, insists on personal hbert) to 
act, but aims at progress b) conipctilion and cooperation 
No peonage for us our hero is the free individual At the 
same time no man acts alone Sooner or later even the lone 
wolf finds that sheer ruthlcssncss defeats its own ends, 
there arc loo many against him Over liere the rugged in- 
dividualist learns to compromise, and to be cooperative, 
too — at which point he may discover liow much he can gel 
done With the help of others if he trusts them, and even 
how satisfying it is to lie able to make Ins own personal 
‘'contnbution " 

bv contrast, individualism French style, demands 
lecognjiion of a unique personahty— is ever jealous and 
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full of “mot”— instinctively suspects fellow employees and 
depreciates the outsider. Cooperation with the other fel- 
low is limited. Advancement is sought by inside channels. 
The great slogan of the French Revolution may have been 
Liberie, Lgalite, Fraternife, but when, by American stand- 
ards, did the French ever learn the first thing about Fra- 
ter nit e? 

Returning to the paradoxical American brand of indi- 
vidualism: If we believe in free speech and also guarantee 
free assembly yet seem astonishingly herd-minded and 
conformist in expression, may this not be at least in part 
because we find ourselves so often outsiders in a chance 
gathering of fellow outsiders, rather than insiders fighting 
for room in a more stable hierarchical society? ” 

Once again, the relative equahty of opportunity — the 
very absence of inherited privileges and established liand- 
icaps, or the ability to walk away from such containments 
into new and neutral communities — enlarges the field of 
ambition to John Doe, who soon learns that with luck he 
may even come to call himself Horatio Alger. In the words 
of a distinguished historian, “where social relations were 

® As Everett S. Lee has put it: "In some persons individualism 
may manifest itself as in Turner’s frontiersman, in truculence and un- 
couthness, but most migrants find that a premium is placed upon the 
ability to adjust to new situations and new people. They learn the value 
of outward exmformity and may come to place great value upon it, they 
make acquaintances easily — in short they exhibit many of the character- 
istics of tod.ay's ‘organization man”’ (Lee, op. cit., p, 81). It’s no secret 
that Americans arc afraid to be choosey. For example, in "Nomadic 
Instincts Still Rule the Americans’’ (a review of Lord Kinross, The 
Innocents at Home, Sunday Times [London], Nov. 29, 1959), Raymond 
.Mortimer quoted Kinross: "‘There’s hospitality because there’s warmth 
and a desire for company, but it isn’t selective. Every'body’s a grand 
guy. Mortimer added: “Americans . . . seldom complain, or seem 
even to notice, that anyone is a bore. From the first they are taught the 
supreme importance of popularity (the most popular boy, or girl, in tlie 
school is chosen by regular elections); and one must display a liking for 
others in orders to be liked onself.” 


152 



“A Jlerttcss Temper 

so fluid, llic indisjdinl \sas raised to a new power"* Or, 
sociologically spciVing spatial fluidil) encourages up 
ward (or dowTiward) flow too Just how "open" our soci 
cl) is, li) comparison with what it used to be, or just what 
the ratios will be between geographic and social mobilit), 
rna\ be <|ucstions for heated argument the ncccssar) re- 
search has not )ct l>een done* ^\^nt seems unarguable, 
bo\\ t \ cr, IS the absolute neccssit) of much lateral moa c 
roent if there is to be an) appreciable vertical movement 
as well Without other places to go— and those places oc 
ctipied b) strangers — there would l)c much less opporlu- 
nit) and no second chance 

One of the drawbacks of this rootlcssness and vertical 
mobilit), Hichard Hofsladter pointed out, has been the 
personal loss of idcntit) ‘this has become a countr) in 
which so man) people do not know who they arc or wliat 
the) arc or what they belong to or what belongs to them 
It IS a countr) of people whose status expectations arc ran- 
dom and uncertain, and )ct whose status aspirations have 
been whipped up to a high point b) our Democratic ethos 
and our rags to-nebes mytliolog) " ' 

So migration lias been a problem creating phenom- 
enon as well as a problem solving process Wliat it offers 
with one hand il ma) even partially withdraw with an- 
other After encouraging the self reliant individualists, it 
helps turn man) of lliem into organization men Promising 
opportumtv. It puts mscainlv into the bargain Paradoxi 
calK, It seems responsible for much of our proverbial 
friendliness Init also for mucli personal indifference, for 
the American accent on sociabditv but also for our "hoi 
low grcgariousiicss " 

Wliethcr for good or ill I conclude, no inconsiderable 
fraction of toda) s social life and matcnalislic attitudes, 
and personal uncertainties, can be understood belter if 
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thev are seen as geared to tlie stubborn fact that the aver- 
age American must live and work among a quasi- 
anonymous and constantly shifting population. Ask how a 
stranger might introduce himself and protect himself 
among fellow strangers, and how he might then employ 
himself, enrich himself, amuse himself, or organize his so- 
cial occasions, and one will not only fashion a new deca- 
logue of social conduct, one will come surprisingly close to 
many accepted American norms.” 

All this will perhaps seem commonplace, yet im- 
mensely confusing. Is movement cause or consequence or 
merely coincidence? It may be one or the other or even all 
three. Is movement coherent in its institutional action and 
uniform in its social results? Anything but. It is full of par- 
adoxes and contradictions, confusions and uncertainties. 
As we have noticed earlier, there are many motives for 
moving and many kinds of movers and movement, and at 
best they overlap rather than coincide. Nor are the psy- 
chic consequences necessarily harmonious. Nor are all our 
movements, put together, sufficient to explain American 
divergencies and peculiarities. Far from it. Freedom of 
movement is but one freedom; it takes many others to 
make a free society. Yet let us not make the contrary mis- 
take of regarding free movement as merely neutral. It may 
either heal or hurt, atomize or restructure our civilization. 
Rarely is it just coincidental. Every day of our lives it 
affects you and me. 


In such communities, for example, wll charity be interpersonal, 
spasmodic, and secretive, or cooperative, regularized, and publicly con- 
ducted .ns through some community drive? Will business be conducted 
bj tacit, traditional rules or by legal contract? Will hospitality be 
gu.nrded or pretty undiscriminating? 
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the great Mormon migration, the sudden rushes of the 
forty-niners or the Sooners into Indian territory, the sifting 
of voters across state lines in the battle for Kansas, the 
Conestoga wagons and the barges drifting downriver, the 
ox trains and pony express — all these played a part not 
only in tlie conquest of the continent but in the forging of 
an “American” character. 

To speak in a riddle, the restlessness of the American 
character has been and remains one of its most stable char- 
acteristics. Foreigners have noticed and called attention 
to it over and over again; like an endless refrain or ulula- 
tion the theme has kept sounding through their books. To 
give one recent example; in the mid-1960’s, a Japanese 
scholar applied for a grant to study the “escape from re- 
ality" expressed in die plays of Tennessee Williams and 
the novels of John Updike, along with the great theme of 
“on the move” in Steinbeck and Kerouac.® Twelve years 
earlier, -Realites of Paris had recognized that we aren’t just 
frontiersmen but perpetual immigrants; 

On a dit souvent qu’ a la base, I’Americain est un 
pionnier. G’cst commode pour I’interprdter mais bien sim- 
pliste. II est surtout un emigrant perpetuel, un homme 
qui n’est definitivement chez lui ni ici ni ailleurs et encore 
moins dans les terres epuisees et dans les idees regaes. 
C’cst un ctre disponible, toujours pret i prendre la route.® 

A short generation ago the Englishman James Pope- 
Hennessy referred to “that profound law of personal de- 
velopment by which one must belong to one place but 
work in another: if you came from Tampa you must go to 
San Francisco, if from Alabama, to Illinois. Transplanta- 

* Almost simultaneously, another Nipponese scholar confessed that 
he envied the openness of our society, and tiic way professors could move 
from university to university; even at a cochtail party, Americans walked 
around more and talked to strangcrs.—Application for ACLS fellowslup. 
196G; and a letter t6 one of my former students, December 1945. 
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tion is > Jtal to the making and cmbcllisfimenl of individual 
clnractcr"* 

From Pans, in tJic samejear (19-17), came the voice 
of Denis de Hougemont, proclaiming us a people of the 
road 

I/Furopccn paric parfots de sa conception de la vac, 1 Ame- 
ricam (1 Anglais aussi) de son tvay of life, Iitt^ralcmcnt 
de sa route do v ic Co qui cst pour Ic I-ahn concept, forme 
am' fee, dcvaenl chez cut chemtn, voic ct mouvement 

. JO prcndrai Ics routes d Amtnquc comme un sjanbolc 
du rtvoel de la volontc du Nouveau Monde 

Going hack to tlic 1890s one may find another 
Frenchman, Alphonse de Calonnc, identifjing us as activ- 
ists«-KX)mpcIlcd h) tradition, inheritance, and mono)* 
mmdedness to lie alu a) s on the move 

I/Amcricam du nord cst thomme aclif par ctccllence La 
tradition nicrcdUt, son cullo pour Targent, Ic portent b. 
allir, vtnir, a rtniuer sans cesse II s’arrtte, il no demeure 
pas Oil on la vai la veille, on no Ic rctrouvera plus Icnde 
mam Sil s’y trouve c’esl qu’il cst revenu Sil sc 
donne un logis stable cost qu'il nepeut fauc autrcmcnl " 

And going back still another half cenliirj, one comes 
on Domingo Sarmicnto, the South American reformer and 
statesman, taking particular notice of our Yankee propen- 
sity for travel 

Tlie large number of passengers reduces tlic cost of the 
fares and low fates la turu tempt people to travel, even 
though the) have no precise object m vacw The Yankee 
leaves home to enjoy a change of air, or just to take a tnp, 
and he travels a hundred and fift) miles by steamboat or 
tnin Ik fore returning to his worL 

In 18-17 Sarmicnto went so far as to proclaim a con- 
nection between travel and other peculiarities of Amen- 
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can civilization, in particular our “monstrous hotels,” our 
appalling eating habits, and the explosion of the American 
population, A little mischievously, he noted that it was the 
custom for young hone)nmooners “to take the next train to 
parade their happiness tiirough woods, towns, cities, and 
hotels. In the coaches these enchanting couples of twenty 
summers are to be seen in close embrace, reclining very 
affectionately against one another to the edification of all 
the travelers.” Hence two effects. All the crusty old bache- 
lors decided to get married: the birth rate became phe- 
nomenal. And “. . . I attribute to these ambulant amours 
in wliich American flirting ends, the mania for travel 
which is so characteristic of tlie Yankee that he is called a 

born tra\’cler. The rage for traveling is increasing year by 

>1 

\-ear. '' 

a- 

Visiting us in the years 1833-5, Michael Chevalier 
encountered populations not native to tlreir towns, and 
destined to die elsewhere: “the full-blooded American has 
this in common with the Tartar, that he is encamped, not 
established, on the soil. , . .” Our emblem should be a lo- 
comotive or a steamboat, he suggested. Moreover, these 
were essentially democratic instruments, for their effect 
was to promote practical liberty and “to reduce the dis- 
tance not only between different places, but between 
different classes. Chevalier was deeply impressed by our 
restless activism: 'An irresistible current sweeps every- 
thing away, grinds cv^erything to powder and deposits it 
again under new forms. Men change their houses, their 
climate, their trade, their condition, their part}'’, their sect; 

the States change tlieir laws, tneir oScers, tiieir constitu- 
tions. And he went on to describe the American charac- 
ter, the “pure Yankee,” as 

... not only a worker, he is a migratory worker. He has 

no root in the soil; he is a stranger to the worship of one's 



"A ficfffrjj Tcm}>cr 

l)irtliplacc and famil) home, he is alwajs m ihc mood to 
move on, aluajs read) to start in the first steamer that 
comes along from the place where he had just now landed 
He js dcsoured with a passion for movement, he cannot 
sti) in one place, he must go and come, he must stretch 
his hmbs and keep lus muscles in play ^Vl)cn his feet arc 
not in motion, his fingers must be in action, he must be 
whittling a piece of w ood, cutting the back of bis chair, or 
notching the edge of the table, or his jaws must be at 
work grinding tobacco W^iclhcr it be that contmual com 
petition Ins given him the habit, or that he has an exag- 
genlcd estimate of the value of time, or that the un 
settled state of cvcr)'thing around him keeps his nervous 
s)'stcm in a slate of perpetual agitation, or that lie has 
come so from the hands of nature — he always has some- 
thing to do, he IS always m a terrible burry 

Such was the Jacksonnn American Yet before loco- 
motives and steamboats, and even before the Erie Canal 
had been dug or the Mississippi reached, Europeans were 
commenting on a psychology lint owed much to move- 
ment on our friendliness and hospitality, our casual in- 
fonnalil) and lack of deference, our inquisitiveness and 
our helpfulness with strangers Already our fevensh rest- 
lessness and activity our boastfulness and psychological 
mseciinty, our mental and emotional instability were a 
familiar story, noticed by our visitors, commented on by 
many** ^ct if a twentieth century Amcncan should wish 
to assure himself that mobility had always been a large 
and meaningful factor in tlic Amcncan way of life and in 
the tnaVing ol the Amcncan character be could do no bet- 
ter than to consult our most discerning judge and com 
mcnlator, Alexis dcTocqucvinc 

In 1S31 Toequev ille w as astonished by our propensity 
for movement, by the stagecoaches that went cvery^vhcre 
at breakneck speed over bone breaking roads, by the 
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phlegmatic way in which Americans took the hardships of 
travel, and by the extraordinary sight of Americans build- 
ing roads into the wilderness even ahead of their settlers. 
While traveling through backwoods Tennessee, Tocque- 
ville got to speculating about some of the effects of such 
movement for the economy and arrived at the by no 
means inconsiderable discovery that volume of communi- 
cations and speed of interchange (that is, turnover) had 
perhaps as much to do with prosperity as anything 
else.^'"' 

Again, on his nine months’ journey through the coun- 
try Tocqueville noted how the English Puritans had 
planted their institutions and their faith in New England, 
and how the Connecticut Yankees had then sent their law- 
makers, their teachers, and their clocks across the conti- 
nent. Yet not without alterations. In the migration process 
the laws changed, the institutions became simpler, more 
democratic, and freer from ancestral prejudices. The de- 
struction was piecemeal and not complete: it took at least 
three migrations to destroy or renovate an old English law. 
But necessarily, he suggested, there was much loss of an- 
cestral baggage on the march. It was almost as if he had 
said that Europeans could become Americans only by re- 
peatedly moving. 

Once again Tocqueville noted the beneficial effects of 
the continent and of movement in assuring political stabil- 
ity and in preventing revolution. Why were tliere not more 
political plots and conspiracies? And how could the state 
sur\nve, being so weak? Because there was so much land, 
because careers were all open, because there were so 
many other avenues to power than the channel of politics, 
because younger sons could go West, because the frontier 
V as a safety valv’e for the adventurous and the irresponsi- 
ble as well as for the ambitious. 
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“A Restless Temper ** 

Notwilhslanclmg all these advantages and opportiini- 
Ijes, the Amencans seemed to Tocqucvillc at once fevensh 
and sad And in a striking chapter in Ins Dcmocraaj in 
Amrncfl lie final!) tried to explain to himself “ANli) the 
Americans are so restless in the midst of their prospenl) ” 

In the United Stales a man builds a house in which to 
spend his old age, and he sells it before the roof is on, he 
plants a garden and lets it just as the trees arc coming 
into bcanng, he hnngs a field into tillage and leas cs other 
men to gather the crops, he embraces a profession and 
gi\ cs it up, he settles in a place, which he soon afterwards 
leaves to carry his changeable longings elsewhere . 

Death at Icngtli overtakes him, but it is before he is weary 
of his bootless chase of that complete fchaty which for- 
ever escapes him 

How account for Uus strange unrest of so man) 
“happy” men? The taste for ph)'Sica) gratifications, and 
the hurr) to enjo) them because of the shortness of life, 
seemed to Toequev illc one obvious source A social condi 
tion in which neither laws nor custom retained any person 
in his place was a great additional stimulus to tins rest- 
lessness Still a third was the "cquahly of conditions" and 
opportunity, whicli engendered a feverish competition 
and ambitions never quite satisfied 

Such passages arc informative and suggestive, not 
least of our ph)'S]ca] and emotional instabihl) ^et if one 
were to seek even sharper insights into what Tocquev’illc 
called the “national character" of the Amcncans. one 
should read again the intuitions that he confided to hts 
diar), after only a month in Amcnca (June 7, 1831), and 
before he had seen the frontier or talked to John Qumc) 
Adams about the West, or come to attnlnitc too much to 
an all perv asiv e egalitarian d^snocratie 
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A restless temper [tinqui^ude du caractere] seems to me 
one of the distinctive traits of this people. ... We have 
been told that the same man has often tried ten estates. 
He has appeared successively as merchant, lawyer, doc- 
tor, minister of the gospel. He has lived in twenty differ- 
ent places and nowhere found ties to detain him. And 
how should it be otherwise? In a word, here man has no 
settled habits, and the scene before his eyes prevents his 
adopting any. (1) Many have come from Europe, leaving 
their customs and traditions behind. (2) Even those long 
established in the country have preserved this difference. 
There are no American moeurs as yet. Each accepts what ' 
he likes from the group, but remains a law unto himself. 
Here the laws vary continuously, magistrates succeed 
each other, nature itself changes more rapidly than man. 
Through a singular inversion of the usual order of things, 
it's nature tliat appears to change, while man stays im- 
movable, The same man has given his name to a wilder- 
ness that none before him had traversed, has seen the first 
forest tree fall and the first planter’s house rise in the soli- 
tude, where a community came to group itself, a village 
grew, and to-day a vast city stretches. In the short space 
between death and birth he has been present at all these 
changes, and a thousand others have been able to do the 
same. In liis youth he has lived among nations which no 
longer exist except in history. In his life-time rivers have 
changed their courses or diminished their flow, the very 
climate is other than he knew it, and all that is to him but 
the first step in a limitless career. , , . 

. . . Bom often under another sky, placed in the 
middle of an always moving scene, himself driven by the 
irresistible torrent which draws all about him, the Amer- 
ican has no time to tie himself to anything, he grows ac- 
customed only to change, and ends by regarding it as the 
natural state of man.^" 


May we not deduce that what we feel today our 
grandfatliers and their grandfathers felt before us? We 
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have been pilgrim^ and p>onccrs from the beginning, we 
were and still are restless almost bej-ond measure Has this 
liecn a superficial trail? Hardly Has it done something 
considerable to shape the American character and society? 
No matter how uncertam we ma^ feel about the precise 
nature of the results, I do not sec how one can question 
this Perhaps the strongest effect has been our ver) unset 
tlemenl our culture of endless change In 1831 Toeque 
villc said there were "no American mocurs as ^et" — while 
Wilder in 1952 thought we were still engaged m inv cnlmg 
w hat it IS to be an American! 

In any reading what remains inescapable is this mo- 
bility has been one of the oldest and most continuous 
themes of the American experience, and its meaning is still 
to be fully appreciated 

Of course movement, restlessness, and cliange arc not 
unique to Americans And the conquests of time and of 
space these arc not American inventions but the con« 
quests of modem man Perhaps all we ought to sa), there 
fore, is that in this movement, and in ihcir relations with 
time and space, Americans have been ahead of Europe 
ans the first modem aulo-mobilcs? Americanism, after all 
can be m part just a matter of liming for example, a soci 
ct) behind in the arts but ahead in its gadgets 

^el does one not feel just a little uncas) about the 
adequacy of such an explanation? The mobilitv tbal 
America has today Europe wiH have tomorrow^ Not 
quite For it is hard to escape the conviction that some 
how, for some strange reason, Americans have hid a spe 
cial affinity for mobility, have known it, used it, enjoyed it, 
and suffered its agonies, with a devotion and an inlimacv 
no other people has expenenced We are, and wall 
a more fluid society In limes past, w c hai e bcei^ 

^ng in the vast currenls of movement that we 




Any “Laws 
of Migrability'^? 

who moves? Why> The influence o£ 
pusK, 2Lud Toadbcd 


Arc (here an) ^a\w Viuman T!V’i% Iw vie 

iooVed on Amencan socieiy and seen that \t is moving, and ^ 
mrnwg m tonct and sometimes pecuhat ways And ^ 
these restless hahits have been lefiected (mtensified hut 
rarely impeded) in the language and m the laws, m the 
tconom) and m the landscape, m the homes, the hie s^le, 
and the social altitudes of Americans lor the past two hun- 
dred years But are there any statistical probabihties, any 
social tendencies, ai^ cultural predictabihties or psycho- 
logical syndromes of a sufficient regularity and lehabihty 
» that uc can. formulaic a structure of rules or code fox 
spatial migration— and then perhaps apply that code to 
the case history of the Americans^ 

^llc ha\c had and sUil have no such code BaeV In 
1SS5 an Englishman, E G Ravenstem after studying the 
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Novv it IS i^^ attitudes, 

„„vcn.cnt itscif ^ shte«aiy 

and out out bones. As °^ s tempet seems 

='SSss-s--'"'-' 




Wilo moves? Why? The influence of 
push, pull, and roadbed 


Arc tliere an) laNvs of human motion? Tims far sve have 
looked on Amencan society and seen that it is moving, and 
moving m distinct and sometimes peculiar ways And 
these restless habits have been reflected (inlcnsined but 
rarel) Impeded) in the language and in the 1a\>s, In the 
econom) and in the landscape, in tlie homes, the life style, 
and the social attitudes of Amencans for the past two hun- 
dred )cars But arc there any statistical probabilities, any 
social tendencies, any cultural predictabilities or psycho- 
logical syndromes of a suCRacut. ccgularity and tcUabiUty 
so that Me can formulate a structure of rules or cxxle for 
spatnl migration — and then perhaps apply that code to 
the case history of the Amcncans^ 

We ha\e had and still have no such code Back In 
1SS5 an Englishman, E G Ravenstem, after studying the 
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statistics of the drift of Irish laborers toward London, pre- 
sented to the Royal Statistical Society seven (largely 
quantitative) probabilities which he called “The Laws of 
Migration.”^ He was greeted with skepticism and at- 
tracted no followers. Again in the 1920’s, Ellsworth Hun- 
tington became interested in the biological and cultural 
selectivity of migration,^ Pitirim Sorokin explored briefly 
the psychological consequences of detachment,^ and 
Rudolf Heberle, a young German scholar, after a study 
grant in the United States wrote an interesting book on the 
American habit of movement and on some of its social, po- 
litical, and personal effects.^ Once again, in the Depres- 
sion, Warren S. Thompson and Rupert B. Vance tried to 
summarize tlie knowledge of population flows and redis- 
tributions in the United States; and Dorothy Swaine 
Thomas asked about the migration differentials of age, sex, 
health, intelligence, and occupation — ^with quite tentative 
and inconclusive results,''* Since 1930 our historians of im- 
migration, our students of acculturation, and our demog- 
raphers — ^from Commons and Wittke to Blegen, This- 
tlcthwaite, and Scott; from Davie and Hansen to Handlin, 
Glazer, Moynihan, and Thernstrom; from Walter F. Will- 
cox to Everett S. Lee — ^have illuminated the larger story of 
the peopling of this country.® And in the past generation, 
sociologists and social psychologists have been compiling 
a wide range of case histories on the displacement of the 
blacks and on many mini-movements from place to place 
within the United States.' Yet, except for a thoughtful be- 
ginning recently made by Everett S. Lee,® no great frame- 
work has emerged, no substantial schema. 

Taking my courage in my hands, leaning on the work 
of many scholars, and borrowing wherever I can from a 
\'ast and often difficult literature, I tlierefore venture to 
propose some Laws. These \vill be probabilities, not cer- 
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liinlits — sometimes e\cn spccwlatv^c poss\biUtics rather 
than pio\iabi\ities— and tht> will hardly bo ongmal or 
new Indeed, perliaps the onlj novelty will he m the com- 
prehensiveness of the attempt The> are for trjang. for re- 
flection, applicaliori, rejection, or improv ement 

I. M) first Law or basic proposition is obvious, and 
I am quite confident of it Movement means change. To 
transfer is in some part to transform Wandenmg meint 
IVondhing, as the Germans pul it And all forms of mov e- 
ment, from expulsion to flight, or from mass exodus to 
simple milling around, have shared m this subtle process 
of alteration 

II. WUv should motion cause change? Because Insti- 
tufions do not mote casiUj A few cant be moved at all, 
or perhaps hacc to he left behind. Many more are dam- 
aged in freruit. Nearly alt are shaken, and have to he 
pruned, simpUfied, or otherwise adjusted to survive the 
transjdanling. To a degree, displacement will mean re- 
p/acemen< of insUtudons. The organizations that survive 
ma) then either gradually vviilicr or else expand by taking 
over the functions of other defunct organizations IS dis- 
placements continue, then the institutions will have to be 
made portable, or at least imitalablc and duplicatable, that 
IS, interchangeable And the homogenization of culture 
« iW he institutionalfy reinforced * 

Ilf. Whj again should migration cause modification? 
Becansc ' 

donofrepr ■ . • . 

harinc. A* muiuauais they lend toward exaggerations of 
one toft Q* anodicr. As aefficr* they won't wish in re*7t>- 
duct the oilirc socicly fey i^j, 


* ''T •>' .d]ustmmi or hoorog 

Z aZT ^ ” 
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producing it even should they so desire. A process of 
personal selection has been at work. So changes, both 
planned and unplanned, there will have to be. (The only 
possibility of holding such changes to a minimum, as far as 
I can sec, will be at the two extremes of mobility: either 
the single, quick, short move by an intensely self-centered 
dart or sect; or the repetition of movement into such a 
habit of nomadism that the tribal company comes to sta- 
bilize its customs on the basis of motion.) After some hesi- 
tation I think I am prepared to go along with Huntington, 
who was persuaded that migration has a selective appeal: 
selective of the physical stock and of the intellectual equip- 
ment and of the psychological temperament, as well as of 
tlie institutions or culture. I mean to say a good deal more 
about this in a moment. But first we must recognize a 
fourth major probability, or Law, 

IV. The process of moving alters the stock, tempera- 
ment, and culture of the movers, not only by an original 
selection but on the road as well and also at journet/s end. 
Inevitably, migrants are affected by their new circum- 
stances and prospects: that is, by the hardships and acci- 
dents of the flight or crossing, by the strange people and 
ideas encountered on the voyage, by the unaccustomed 
climate and geography, and last but not least by some of 
the odd practices and beliefs stumbled into in the new en- 
vironment or receiving society," 

So why can we say dogmatically that migration 
means change? Because not everyone or everything 
moves, and moving does things to both the mover and his 
goods — and so docs the process of resettlement. Such is 
the crude message of our major quartet. 

Let us now first look more deeply into that fundamen- 
tal and most important operation: tlie process of detach- 

* For more on this see the end of this chapter, and also ch. 10, 


Any "IjOWi of AffgTflWiiy"? 

mcnt at the point of origin, or the onginat selection of the 
mo\crs (La%% III) If not cvetjonc mo\es, v-ho moves? 
Tliat w ill depend m part on (A) the Home Index, or Push 
ractors*" — in part on (B) the Colony Index, or Full Fac- 
tors’’ — and in part on (C) the Journey Index, or Road- 
bed Factor"’ And let us not forget (D) Selection by Ac 
cidcnt Each of these is a complex or composite of variables 
What arc the migration possibilities or “migrabihties 
under diffcnng conditions at home? 

Ill A WhoMovcs^ThellomelndeX.orrushFactors 
HI A I In the case of expuhtorxhij a physical event 

— by tror, by flood or famine or other natural disaster — 
u/io moves^ 

(1) One Is templed to behese that after a natural 
rfuttstcr c\ cr) one wdl lia\ c mo\ cd, but histone experience 
suggests othcnvisc tlic most one can say is that almost 
c\cr)onc may try to mo\c, perhaps all but the very obstt 
note or the tteaUmgs Even m a predictable catastrophe, 
somedont or won't get auaj lllustralion a great flood m 
China-->a "dust liowF in Oklahoma — the potato blight in 
frehnd winch pushed half (hut only half) of the Imh 
aliroad 

(2) During or after a greet u.cr, or o citnl tear, 
irho motes^ One can predict it will be many innocent by’ 
stonrfcfs (c g , the Palatinate Germans in the Thirty Years’ 
War, or the Laotians and Cambodians today), also the 
persecuted and displaced minonlles (eg, the Je\\s of 
Middle Europe since 18S0, or the Arabs m Palestine since 
ltM5), and of course the losers (eg .the Amcncan abong 
incs or the Tones m the Amcncan RcTOlution) But also it 
will be the fighters themselves, and especially at the end 
of a war the uncmplo)cd soldiers (one thinks of Uic Hes- 
sians in our Rc^ol^tlon, of the many Confederate soldiers 
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who went abroad after Appomattox, and of the GJ. rush 
to California after World War 11). With soldiers perhaps 
this will be because the army forcibly detached them from 
their homes; they were kept on the move and got used to 
being uprooted; or had they glimpsed greener pastures? 

Ill, A.2. In the case of an economic et/ent {hard 
times, good times), who moves? 

(1) In hard times, it will not automatically be the 
poor or the unemployed. It is not so simple. Rather, the 
probability is that fewer will move than usual: it is not 
panics or depressions or hard times that create great mi- 
grations. Perhaps a few of the richer will take off, and per- 
haps also a scattering of the desperate: the sudden bank- 
rupts, the hopeless debtors. Yet the main group of movers 
will he middle-class people with savings, who are threat- 
ened htj a relative loss of status or increase of wants, and 
see it?’’ Let me emphasize those last words: the fear of 
hardship seems to be more important than the hardship 
itself (Thornton Wilder has .said the same thing about the 
shadow of a coming persecution). The foreknowledge of 
trouble, or the apprehension of hard times ahead, is what 
matters — witness the flight of the Scots after the union 
with England, or the run-off of Yankee farmers from the 
hilltops of New England into the Ohio Valley. 

(2) In good times mdfG pSOpl^ move, but generaiiy 
not from the top classes (not lords and gentlemen, not 
princes and bishops^ not bankers or great lawyers ) and not 
from th.c- bottom classes cither (unless aided or driven). 
IVcVther, it will be the rising middle classes generally, and 
especially the more energetic and ambitious and hopeful. 

So we reach two further gencrah'zations about pros- 
perity and depression: 

(3) They change the amounts but not the kinds of 



Ant/ “Leas of Mi^rabihttfy 

migralion A dcpTcsston may shw up or partially dam the 
floA It) lo\\n and rejuvenate a little the return flow to the 
farm hut it hardly changes the basic pattern 

(1) Prospentu ts encouraging psi/c/iofogicafli/ 
economic migraltons are therefore a function of prosper 
tty, and of hope So America was the product of a rising 
Furopc in two wa)s of the rising economic classes, and of 
l!)c rising temperaments and expectations 

III A3 In the ease of the social evcnt^in times of 
stagnation or rapid change — who moces^ 

(1) /n stable or rcncfionnn/ times, they tend to 
mote who are out of step, that is, the political rebels, the 
economic radicals, tlie religious reformers, the socially dis 
cont<'nt In a slowly declining feudalism, it may be the 
traders and the f'lst rising middle classes In Stuart Eng 
land, the three breeds of Punlan — the Parliamentarians, 
the economic adventurers, and the devout iconoclasts— 
each discovered their reasons for going As Thistlethwailc 
has obscrv cd, the dissenter became an archetypal American 
pcrsonalil) 

In an) sober, serious slow moving age it will be the 
idealists the v isionanes, the Utopians who will get restless 
And to these will be added the self reliant individualists, 
and (ho extra amous, the excitement hungry 

(2) But in times of change, or rapid and prolonged 
transition^ Again, the movers will tend to be those who 
arc out of step This vv ill not necessarily be the enteipns 
mg and adventurous and excitement hungry, for they may 
1)0 finding opportunil) and excitement enough at home 
Rather, (he movers will include many conservatives, anx- 
ious to preserve (heir position, their occupations, their 
«a)-s (heir !>cliefs So the sturdy > comen of old England, 
m (he face of the new factories, began thinking of lands 
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across the Atlantic. So the frontiersmen and the pioneer 
farmers made onr westward movement occupationally 
and socially an oddly conservative affair. In times of rapid 
change, such migrations attract not only the conservative 
but also the disgruntled and the reactionaries, the primi- 
tives of old Europe or the Atlantic seaboard. So there 
came to the New World, or later to the Mississippi Valley, 
the German pietists and sectarians, the Scots fundamental- 
ists and hell-fire preachers, the baptists and methodists 
and revivalists to the peopling of our Southern Bible Belt, 
and the Mormons to Illinois and Utah. Yet always on the 
fringe of even a fast-changing society will be found those 
for whom fast change is still not fast enough: the very im- 
patient radicals, the prophets and absolute visionaries, the 
shaking Quakers and the New Harmony folk. Surprisingly, 
often the extremes of radical and conservative impulse 
seem to combine into some new mixture of authority and 
freedom, or of free love with community property and pa- 
ternalism, as with the Oneida perfectionists. 

Reflecting on these paradoxes, one is led to entertain 
certain additional conclusions about change: 

(3) Social change frees elements of the populations 
for moving, and especially the extremes; 

(4) These migrants then tend to draw their own 
kind after them; the elastic pull of the forerunners, once in 
action, may not quickly stop (compare the two early 
streams from Massachusetts: to Connecticut, “the land of 
steady habits,” or to Rhode Island, “the home of the other- 
wise-minded” ) . 

(5) Immigrants are probably already uprooted. 
Those who crossed the Atlantic had already crossed other 
bridges; those who got on the boat were already adrift. As 
Thistlcthwaite has so clearly demonstrated, migration had 
already acquired momentum in Europe. Or as Lewis 


My "Uict 0/ lligraWIiliTi’ 

Mumford once put it “Tlic Settlement of Amenca was the 
product of the Unsettkment of Europe ^ '= Yet off these 
romidcrations also apply to the settlement of our West, or 
to tile fesensh milling around we know today So, in this 
sense, 

(C) The conquest of our conttnent u^as the by- 
product of the fraas/ormnhon of our early repuhhean soci- 
rty— jxisl ns \he cunenl inslabsUty tepresents mynad 
personal responses to the revolutionary changes of the last 
fift) jears 

in A 4 Con U.C also classify migrants by thetr social 
motiicfion by their mam interests or occupations? U is 
clear that group interests differ and that the opportunity 
which appeals to one class or industrial group or religious 
filth ma) not appeal to others Different personal ambi- 
tions also respond differently And both personal and cul- 
tural fpiality arc alwa)'S hard to measure This subjects 
an) ''lawmaVcr" to the nsV of value judgments, and to the 
accusation of prejudice So perhaps the best way to stale 
certain possibilities ma) be to phrase them as questions ** 

(1) If the ambition In moving has been miUtary 
Has the class appeal been to the rulers, the aristocrats, and 
the strongest )o\mg men (the Cortes, Frontenac, Walter 
Ralcigli breeds)— and has the cultural type been power- 
hungry, managerial, ht crate, but emotional? 

(2) If the ambition was politico! Was not the ap- 
peal to the lop and the ncrt-lo-iop classes, or if the ambi- 
tion w as for hbert) and self government, w as it not to the 
l>esf of the middle classes— and were not the political 
movers ambitious and managcnal hbe the soldiers, but 
perhaps snore high!) educated and idealistic? 

(3) If the prime motive in moving was economic 
Did It not appeal to a few younger sons from the anstoc- 
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racy or big trader families, but chiefly to the numerous 
middle class, and to tlie upper levels of the lower class— 
and were not the participants pragmatic in temperament, 
materialistic in values, and distinctly nonintellectual? 

(4) If the. real reason for moving was religious: 
Did it not draw from all classes, but predominantly the 
moral consciences and tlie emotional temperaments? 

(5) Again, if the reasons were mixed: Were not the 
respondents also of mixed origins, but prevailing!)' out of 
the middle class, and from tlie more vigorous and enter- 
prising? 

^^'ilh none of these suggestions do I find myself en- 
tirely comfortable. Yet two conclusions about social moti- 
vation (which I originally drew, I think, from Hunting- 
ton) seem to me firmer and quite defensible: 

(6) The more abstract the appeal, the higher the 
Ujpe of respondent; 

(7) The greater the sacrifice, the higher the type. 
For if a man is wilhng to sacrifice, and postpone his re- 
wards, that shows imagination, faitli, endurance, and self- 
discipline. 

(8) Whereas if something is free, a handout, you 
get trash}^ 


111. A.5. Using a psychological classificati 07 i: If now 
we ask what temperaments or kinds of individual — out of 
) ck ss or occupation or church or community — ^will 
mox'c most frequently and easily, we get a kind of Index of 
Dctachahiliiy. Who arc most easily moved? 

(1) Those xcho are most easily moved: the emo- 
tional, volatile, suggestible, enthusiastic. 

(2) The optimists of all kinds, all the way to the 
wishful thinkers; the future-minded, those who 
“never cany' an umbrella.” 
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(3) Tlic curious, the natural explorers, the adiet.’ 
turous, and the gamhlers. tliose uho «il! tr\* 
anything once, the happy-golucky ("In Gf)j 
we trusted, iti Kansas we l)tistcd“). 

(<0 Tlic persons with a Itttmtng faith, the rnen u tth 
a mistton, the prophets and crwsadcis, the 
people touched hy an "Awakf’nirig.” wliclher 
tiicjr cause he religious or social or economic. 
From Wlnlcndd and Jonatlian Ftlwards to 
hilly Craliam, from John hrown to Malcohn 
X and some of the Black Pantlicrs, from JIenr>’ 
George to Staughton Ljmd, from Frances 
Wnghl to Carrie Nation and perhaps some 
women’s liberators still alive and kicking, one 
keeps bumping into such characters on our 
national road 

(5) Next ( ihotigli the order of eountmg no longer 
matters) one might name the resolute fnf/ir»W- 
nafists, tivc courageous and solbrehanl, the 
"iniicr-directcd" parties or groups, the self* 
contained congregations tliose with their gv* 
rosctipes limit in 

(6) The flocrs, the activists, ihc energetic 

(7) The restless, the uneasj. the people with itch- 
ing feel those who wore ixjm under a v\an* 
dcringslar 

( 8 ) The rnoladfustcd. the marginal men and groups, 
the perpetually discontentcrh and the deinnral- 
i7ed 

(9) The cnmoifl/s and ou/tou J. the permni.ilh dr- 
Itnqticnt, and the persistent failures 

(10) Tlic imnne and mcntallt/ distvrhed 
Isn’t this alxjut cvcr)-onc?Hasen’t we covered the full 
range of temperaments or psj-cholopcal tvpes’ Alnoluteh 
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not. For, as is demonstrated by tliis very listing, if move- 
ment appeals to, or promises to satisfy, certain emotional 
types, to others it seems positively unattractive. Thus, in a 
free migration we are decidedly not likely to get our fan- 
share of the stable and well-balanced temperaments, of 
the skeptical, of the pessimistic, of tlie prudent and 
thoughtful. Again, the lazy and tlie easily discouraged and 
the fearful either don’t start or soon drop out. The de- 
pendent may only go if they can ride on -someone else’s 
coattails. So, other things being equal, it is tlie men with 
high emotional potential, all the way from the wishful 
thinkers through the activists and die revolutionaries to 
the refugees, who most readily take to the road.^® Leaving 
behind the thoughtful — and the weak. 

III. A.6, Is there an order of moving? A timing in mo- 
bility’s appeal? A differential vulnerability as between 
ages, sexes, occupations, talents? 

Here our sociologists, economists, demographers, and 
behavioral scientists have long been doing a good deal of 
work, especially with regard to internal migration, and 
some of their major conclusions, while not yet given clas- 
sic e.xpression, may perhaps be broadly summarized as fol- 
lows 

( 1 ) Adolescents and young adults and the produc- 
tive workers have almost always constituted the large ma- 
jority in any free migration. For mobility offers opportu- 
nity. 

(2) Mohiliiy becomes almost automatic at certain 
moments, or transfer points, on life's journey. It seems to 
be built into our American rites de passage: as with going 
axva)' to school or college, or the first job, or getting mar- 
ried, clc., until there comes the moment of retirement (see 
above, ch. 4). 
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(3) OcCTi;WlionJ /loic a diffcrcnltat mohtUy, and 
certain professions (eg, academic scholarship and the 
performing arts, or hw and politics) seem to cither cn- 
covitagc or discourage moMng (again sec eh 4) 

(4) The hngcr ami harder the /otirnc^, the more 
sclcctiic If K m fator of the young, the males, the ener- 
getic ond cottrngcous, llic oble, ond (recently) l?ic highfi; 
educated “Tfic cons ards nc\ er started, the ss eah ones died 
on the way," is an old proverb But the weak arc also 
slower to start and stop sooner So our succcssise svaves of 
immigration nn ere each m their early phases ovcrsvhelm' 
ingl) youthful and mascuUnc — and the same could be said 
of our frontiersmen mo\ing West Yet certain immigrant 
groups, having got across the Atlantic, hcKcd the strength 
to go on into the continent and so got bogged down m our 
coast cities (and the westward moNcmcnl must have 
dropped a good man) wcaUings along the waj?) In m 
tcmnl population flow s, at all events, it is becoming evident 
tint the movers seem to show a higher average level of 
crlucation than those w ho staj behind 

(5) Womcn^ llxstortcdlhj, they have moved later 
across the Alfantic or across the continent — in part no 
doubt because it was a mans world, and they constituted 
a somewhat unfrcc or semi captive class Many women 
foffowed their husbands across, or came to find husbands 


in our more fluid >oung socicl), or swelled the after flows 
to Ohio and Texas and the Mormon empire Yet in this 
coiinlr) perliaps more women have entered our cities than 
men the) outnumber the men m short-distance move 
ment. and the) seem to licgm moving a bit earher, per 
haps liwause thc> reach mamage or the )ob stage sooner 
(6) What about the second comers^ The people 
who male up the bull of a major immjgratjon^* If a gen 
TOl i>.agmcnt can be hnzarded, il nouH be thst they are 
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likely to he less able. For it takes less courage and imagi- 
nation to follow, to copy, to be a filler-hi. Perhaps such 
parties also are less independent, more inclined to go with 
the crowd, more “other-directed”? At that, the late movers 
may be showing more initiative than those who stay be- 
hind. Yet if they are sent for, or subsidized, or arranged for 
by others, clearly their journey requires less personal get- 
up-and-go. 

(7) Can we say anything qualitative about speed 
and timing? Here the returns are not all in. But it looks as 
if Huntington was right. In a slow disaster to an occupa- 
tion, or a class, or a region, the more intelligent start 
sooner and go farther, for example, in the flight from the 
farms, or the dispersion of the coal miners from the 
stricken anthracite region’** (I sometimes think I can sec a 
parallel in the transfer of ministerial types from the clergy 
into academic life, social welfare, or certain kinds of jour- 
nalism). 

The further application of some of these probabilities 
to our own immigration history, or the westward move- 
ment, or the rise of our cities, or the cumulative flow of 
blades into our Northern centers, should add understand- 
ing and significance to our demographic experience — as 
well as .some teasing might-have-beens. For example, in 
our immigration we drew talent from a very wide spec- 
trum of peoples. But for the recruitment of energy and ini- 
tiative and ability, would we not have done better to 
admit still more nationalities — ^and restrict the later 
comers or cut off the after-flows inuch sooner? 

III. A.7. What about unfree migration — or immigra- 
tions that have been aided or forced? Who moves then? 

At first, it might seem that unfree migration just re- 
verses the conditions, hence must reverse the type of mi- 
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rnnt, loo One remembers the attempts at ‘ Resettlement” 
m the Great Depression, and tlieir failure, the timid and 
^ve^l nil) Iw uilling, hut the proud and mdependenl. se- 
senl dictation and are slow to accept such aid Again, one 
recalls the indenture system of colonial times, or the pre- 
paid ticVcls of the nineteenth century, or the recruitment 
1)\ stcimslup and railroad companies of the disposable 
popiihtions of southern Italy and the Balkans m the first 
dteade of this cenlur) Yet care is needed, there arc dis- 
tinctions to be made 

( 1 ) State Qtd, being mostly impersonal “push,” may 
ilisrtgird person'll inclinations So a state generated mi- 
gration rnatj rcicrsc the normal expectations, or instead tt 
maij proic almost entirely r/ndiscnmifwting, as with war 
cit a nilural disaster In the sercnlecnlh and eighteenth 
centuries, the motlior countries of Europe dumped a good 
man) criminals and undesirables on their American colo- 
nics And Iwth Spam and France (but not England) sent a 
good man) soldiers Again, the forced migration nf the 
shi e trade liardl) consulted the wishes of its s jclims 

(2) Pncfltc aid for profit, howeser, is apt to be less 
drastic It may merdy loixcr the level of the appeal Thus 
an aided or "impelled’' immigration seems to step down 
the class, of those hkcl) to be moved one or two rungs on 
the social hdder, without otherwise clianging the pattern 
He who Sold himself into indenture for seven )ears 
showed at least some initnluc and hopefulness and reso 
lution? 

Ill B The Colony Index, or Pull Factors 

Let us tuni now to llic dcsiinition to the receiving 
station or colon) UTiat influence has the colony had on 
I)irfju3nli() Orqiial.l) or soaal distnbulion of llic talc ott 
populalion’ IVMumaWt. the Iind free!) souglit should 
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have had all the influence in tlie world. Yet this appears 
not to be so. 

in. B.l. Quantity, The colony’s influence on numbers 
can only be stated in elementary and rather impres- 
sionistic terms; 

(1) If the colony is empty (or sparsely settled) and 
poor in natural resources (for a given level of the arts), 
the settlement will tend to be sparse and to continue at a 
slow rate. Witness the immigration into New England, 
after the first religious generation — or the later settlement 
of the Dakotas — or Russian Siberia. 

(2) If the colony is empty and rich in resources, 
history suggests that the population will be light at first 
but may become great ( either through migration or birth 
or both ) . 

(3) If the colony — the receiving station or city — ^is 
already crowded with a native population, of a different 
color and markedly lower level of the arts, then the immi- 
gration will be quite limited in numbers, and historically 
such migrations have developed into ruling oligarchies, 
sometimes absentee, 

(4) If the colony (or region or town) is already 
crowded with a native population on a comparable level 
of the arts, then the invasion of newcomers is likely to be 
large, and to enter the lower levels of each occupation,’® 

(5) If the colony or city is growing rapidly (Ra- 
venstein), or if it offers a variety of conditions, hence a 
wide spectrum of opportunities and incentives (Lee), 
then more different types will find it interesting, and tlie 
influx will also tend to be larger, 

(6) Economic pressures? Some economists and 
some of the older historians have assigned an overmaster- 
ing influence to population pressures, or to job opportuni- 
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ties, or to relilup rconomic <lc%elopmcnl, or to cipitil 
nmvs, but I find tbc .Nlalthusnn doctnnc and almost tbr 
inlirc mngr of matcmlislic cxplinations of Immigration 
( itlicr pirti dl\ misleading or false ^ In our o\\ n Iiistoric 
ixpenence it lias onl) occasionally been the rchtuc pop 
iilition dt nsitics winch In\c determined the direction or 
tlie sire of the mosement (witness the farm tocitj flow ) 
Again, it lias not been the relative economic advantage 
that has In on determinant, however powerful the eco- 
nomic motivation, hut rather (at most) what was st;/>- 
poud to lie the economic advantage And often the mi- 
grant was mistahdi Or he made a compromise move, 
with w tight gi\tn to other strong impulses and consider 
ations Evtn Vance's relative occupational density seems 
madctpntc, for so much depends on what the potential 
migrant utmis In the nineteenth century if he wanted vir- 
gin land, thtn he went West But if he wanted some otlicr 
things, then perh ips he became a millhand and followed 
t!u‘ mills 

(7) In general, In'twccn destination and expecta- 
tion, a is the rxpectaiton that counts In mobility, wc 
should remcmlier, what one supposes to he the fact is 
more important than the fact Tnie, the imagined fact mav 
m large part l>e based on, or may later lie corrected 1>\, 
exjiencnce at the destination ^cl sucli corrections only 
imperftctly gil hack to the point of departure Much of 
what one thinks of the colony or destination — and perhaps 
a very large part of its emotional image — will continue to 
Ik* made at home Our E! Dorados and our Fountains of 
^ oiith w ( re wsentialU manufactured in Europe 

So I conclude that the quantitative (In economic 
and the occtip itionil appeals of anv New \\ (irJd mav Ik* 
come distortctl and exaggerated hut the real economic 
comptihions will l>c more qualified and limited than most 
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of our commentators have ass-umccl. The massive migra- 
tions from Europe to the United States were at times al- 
most overwhelmingly economic; yet that in my judgment 
was due perhaps less to the North American continent 
than to theiact that the lower-middle-class populations of 
Europe were being freed for movement without ceasing to 
be economically minded. They wanted to ‘^better them- 
selves” — and the promises of quick affluence had been 
somewhat exaggerated. 

III. B.2. Quality factors. The colony's influence on the 
qualities of the newcomers? What attractions will be ex- 
ercised by the rich land or the poor? 

( 1 ) Offhand it might seem that a poor natural en- 
vironment will tend to wind up with a low quality of set- 
tlers — and this trend is observable socially in the poorer 
sections of our cities. Yet difficult Iceland, and stony New 
England, and desert Utah hardly wound up with low- 
quality populations. Evidently other motivations can result 
in almost complete disregard or defiance of the natural 
and social environments at destination. Just possibly poor 
environments attract the extremes? 

(2) Rich environments evidently attract (and sup- 
port) all kinds; they are relatively nonselective. So with 
time the American wilderness changed from the elimina- 
tor to the catch-all receiving station and “melting pot” for 
European types. 

(3) This shift draws attention to the fact that the 
same environment will perhaps play host to quite different 
civilizations at different times. The isles of Greece, the isles 
of Greece! Or we can think of Texas, from its early days of 
mission and presidio, to the invasion of slaveholding 
planters and ranchers, to the cattle kingdom, and then the 
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empire of oil Once Texis allmcfed more tfitn \ls 
shirt of ontiws 

All nf uhlch makes one i;«es(iort or ilou.r>gratlc the 
imporfancr of the cofony factor.^* 

If 111 surol), someone wnW argue, the colon} was al 
w-w-s supremcl) impotlanl as a cl allcngc The very diffi- 
culties of the American wilderness called out the qualities 
of courage, optimism, and enterprise winch ha\ c so distin- 
guished our people Does not discomfort generate impros c- 
menl? Perhaps — hut chiefl) if the discomfort is mental 

{{) Psijchohgtcal discomfort seems by ell odds 
vxofc poiicr/ul than physical discomfort m stimulating re- 
action Tile wilderness “calls out” cctlam qualities, }Cs, 
bill onl\ if the) arc strong to start with and waiting to be 
calletl, that is, onl} if il clashes with the settlers' expecta- 
tions ami hopes 

Imperceplit)!), this tram of thought has led me to 
speak of the colons not onl) as a lure but as a receiving 
station \ 1 1 the passage w iH be justified if it reminds us of 
another fuudamoutal influence or complex of impulses 

( 5 ) The first tn^ucncc in any quality drift is the 
stole of the motcr’s mind Even more than in the attrac- 
tion of- - * - * 

the (ju 

\nd llicsc expectations will be the product of his personal 
character and disposition, his education his situation in 
famiK^ comnumilv, occupation class and nation, the 
mail) societal “pushes'’ or impulses building up behind 
lum and l\w vvwow of the colow) , \ws vnlomation about 
^mcnca.fus''fccrofwhalitwiniK*hkc,for/iim Onl) the 
Iwt— the feel or the anticipations— <lcn\cs from the col 
onv, and tins lias to l>c filled to what be himself is Iihc 
towlnthcwanls 
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III. B.3. The Moving Fever? What about the mi- 
grants’ dreams? Their visions of the promised land? Their 
emotional convictions about tomorrow in a different 
place? Now and again these aspirations have been unmis- 
takably strong. According to all testimonies, the yearning 
for America — ^the famous “America Fever” — could be al- 
most irresistible. A simple advertisement or a small item of 
news might spark the interest. Glowing letters might come 
back from relatives who had gone before. Some earlier 
emigrant would return with silver in his pocket and a 
gleam of independence in his eye — and suddenly a whole 
neighborhood would become infected. From family to 
family the infection would spread, and from village to vil- 
lage. Soon the epidemic would be sweeping through a 
whole province or countryside and a landslide of migra- 
tion would be under way. In the mid-nineteenth century, 
the moving epidemic raged through Ireland and the Ger- 
manics; at the turn of the century, through southeastern 
Europe. Observers have called this “America Fever” the 
most powerhil of all the impulses to emigration. And I do 
not see how one can question the verdict. Yet it points less 
to the land of destination than to a quite different terrain: 
not so much to the New World as to the interior world of 
the emotions. And it suggests that: 

( 1) Moving can be (and veiy'’ often is, to a greater 
or a lesser degree) an irrational performance. Man is an 
emotional animal, and suggestible, too. Moreover, his 
emotions can* become his most powerful spurs to action. 
So, since good sense is not necessarily in command, and 
moving requires action or force, wc can neglect the emo- 
tional incentives or propellants to migration only at our 
peril, kirst and last, moving has often been an intensely 
emotional business. In that phrase “America Fever,’’ the 
second word has meant more than the first. And even 
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llumpli “Anifrica" did conjure up spcdal visions, these 
were impressionistic, imperfect, second-hand, distorted, 
ami huilt up into a moving impulse at home. I therefore 
conclude llial: 

(2) In the first stages (and perhaps even later on), 
(hr magnetic or sc/ectiec influence of the colony has been 
lest than many of us have been tempted to believe. Exceffi 
at an emofionol image, a mirage or a otyth, if has been 
relatively helpless to attract or to reject. Our cities arc 
finding this tnic today. 

III. C. The Journey Indcx,or Roadbed Factor 

What influence has the foumey itself had in selecting 
the movers— or in culling or conditioning them in transit? 
As a people, SVC seem l\ardly to have considered the first of 
these possibilities. And— with certain fabulous exceptions 
—we have also ignored the second. 

The influence of the journey? I suppose that the most 
conscious and the bcsl-rcmcmhercd and the most inHuen- 
tial journey of the American e.tpcriencc was not theirs nl 
all, but the stor)' of the forty years the Children of Israel 
spent wandering in the Sinai wilderness; a religious mcm- 
or\' tiinicd mctaplior and admonition. Romantically, in 
long retrospect, we would go on to enshrine the voyage of 
Cliristophcr Columbus, the Pil^im stor)’. the c.xploits of 
Captain jolm Smith perhaps, or the mysterious lost settle- 
ment at Roanoke. Bui what all the early settlers, and espe- 
cially the colonial rctlemplioncrs, must have endured in 
their tiny storm-buficted Atlantic cattle boats was soon 
forgotten. Somehow the horrors of the “middle passage” in 
the infamous slave trade. like the vanishing redskins’ "trail 
of frars," were cfTectivcly blotted out. Uter would come 
the romantic engagement with the wilderness, iho ventur- 
ous csplorations of Zebtdon Pike or Lewis and Clark— and 
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in our folklore the feckless wanderings of a pioneer like 
Daniel Boone, or the grubby hardships of the Oregon Trail, 
are blown up into legends twice lifesize. Meanwhile pri- 
vately, for at least the first generation, our immigrating 
ancestors must have remembered the dangers and the 
sufferings of their particular crossings, the death of kin 
and loss of friend, the desperate homesickness, and the 
gnawing doubts. But one faced forward, not back; to sur- 
vive one rose above such unhappy memories and self- 
questionings (just as visually the Statue of Liberty would 
quite obliterate Ellis Island). Moreover, those who died 
on ship, or failed the transfer and went home, left no me- 
mentos. Meanwhile, of course, the Atlantic passage was 
getting easier. So since the coming of modem transporta- 
tion the journey has been treated, even by historians and 
social scientists, as merely one exposure among many in 
the resettlement process. Especially in our studies of inter- 
nal migration, the transit phase has now almost been oblit- 
erated. Notwithstanding, I propose that: 

III. C.I. The purneij or middle passage in migration 
has influenced and. continues to influence the movers be- 
fore they start, in transit, and afterwards as well. 

(1) To begin with, the journey occupied a much 
larger place in the hesitating migrant’s mind than he 
would later remember. Its costs and dangers, its promise 
of excitement and adv’enture, its threat of change and the 
unknown, its prospect of loneliness and deprivation, the ex- 
hilarating prospect of being on one’s owm: all these im- 
pressions either encouraged or discouraged the idea of 
emigration. Though diminished, they still do so today — 
and they will balance out in different ways with different 
people. 

Typically, Uie journey will appeal more to the opti- 
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nilsllc and ndvcnlnroiis, less to the timid; more to the fn- 
(Icpeiidont and IicallJiy, less to the forclKxIIng and ailing; 
more to iIjc gamhlcr, less to the careful. Again, the pros- 
pect of a jonniey, almost any jotinscy, has a great appeal 
to the )omjg, Tlic jminicy factor is therefore selective, or 
strongly inflncntial in the decision of who docs or d(X*s not 
finally make the move. Out of many potential candidates 
not a few arc repelled, or so tom that they finally decide to 
stay home. So the jotirncy has either encouraged or 
weeded out some putative »nigr<jn/s even before the start. 

(2) Agaiti, once they ore launched, the migrants 
are at the mercy in some degree of their venture. How vid- 
nerahle they Iwcomc will depend pt*rliaps on four cirenm- 
stances: (a) their persona) cqiillilmiim; (h) their slate of 
community or of social disorganir.ation; (c) the natural 
dilficidties and accidents of the passage; and (d) the op- 
portunities they arc given for new contacts and ideas and 
social exposures. This phase of migration carries us once 
again beyond the rpicstion of “Wlio moves?" to the rjucs- 
lion of “\\'hal Iiappcns to him next?" (Law I\'). And I 
mean to speak more pointedly to the question of human 
adaptation or erosion in chapters 10 and 11. So pcrliaps we 
may content ourselves here with a simple balance of apho- 
risms. 

(v) Tile moving will Influence the movers more If 
the journey is liard (lGOO-1850), less if it is eas)’ 
(ISSO-lOl i); more if it is long and slow, less if it is short 
.and fast; more if it is inlcmiplcd or hy stages, less if it is 
continuous; more if it is bv land, less if bv sea;” more if it 
is ni.ide in small numbers or by the )x)ung and single, less 
if it is made en masse or by the elderly, the firmly we<ld<*tl, 
ssr by infants; more if the migrants como in broken groups, 
less if ll>ey come in working organizations under dUcipIine 
(one can hardly fail to note the difference l)elwecn the 
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New England congregations and the settlers in Virginia, 
or the Yankee towns planted in the Old Northwest as 
against the frontiersmen and pioneers who infiltrated the 
Kentucky-Tennessee woods). Finally, it should be added 
that the impact will be greater if it is the first such migra- 
tion, less great if it is the second or third. 

(f ) The distance? “The distance is nothing,” Mme du 
Deffand is credited with saying; “it is only the first step 
that counts.” Admittedly the fcst step away from home 
can give a person or a people a traumatic shock. But the 
distance counts, too. Especially if the distance is so great 
that intercourse and later communications become diffi- 
cult or next to impossible. And especially, too, if the 
receiving station is so strange, and the cultural di^erences 
between home and colony are so profound, that the mi- 
grant recognizes, very early or even perhaps before setting 
out, that he has reached the point of no return. Such voy- 
ages force on the traveler an unexpected independence, 
and encourage him thereafter to “fare fonvard” on his 
own.^’’ 


What kinds of people move out of one nation or commu- 
nity into another? If many are called, who are “chosen”? 
The answers, we have suggested, will be shaped by push, 
pull, and roadbed — all three — and most of all by push, by 
the native character, background, ambitions, and social 
circumstances of the person at home. But also there will 
be selection by accident. 

III. D. Selection by Accident 

HI. D.l. Especially the accident of individual person- 
ality. Not all who go will be one kind — and at least a few 
of the going kind will almost always stay behind. They 
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uill not Iiavc been in the mood, tlicir pcrsonil circiim 
stances uill base differed, the temptation will base cn- 
cxjniilcred some iincjcpectcd obstacles, perhaps the person 
himself was ill or not read), or had ahead) waited too 
long Or perhaps he just missed the boat 

ni 02 /ge/n, the accident may he one of social 
pace or timing — w ith its paradoxical production of discon 
tents Its repulsion of those “out of step," its export of ex- 
tremes (sec abo\c. Ill A3) 

in D3 Ahemetiee/y, the accident may take the 
shape o/ some great psychological stonn, some tidal wave 
of feeling some sudden lamlshdc of the emotions One 
thinks of that irrational, itrcsislible “America Tever** 
which swirled and danced across the face of Europe, 
sometimes emptying whole countr)'sidcs )cl Icaaing 
nciglilwnngMlIages almost untouched 

III D 1 And there arc the thousand accidents of 
daily Uiing Migration is a human affair, and the web of 
human history is interlaced with accidents So there can 
Ik* no certain predictabilities, no perfect patterns, no 
'‘Laws'wathout their exceptions 

In ctinchision, lot me also sa) again lliat, cn masse or in 
clusters, migrants arc a mixed lot, c\cn as is the nation or 
commumtN from which the) come \ct they ere a selection 
from, not a cross section of. the parental society Their as- 
sortment of human l)'pcs and capacities will tend to be 
more limited, the emphasis wall ^ different, the average 
intentions not quite the same So Ixith the personal charac 
ter and the social potential of the migrants will produce 
changi's m the transplanted cuUiirc And ultimatelv even 
though no single migrant was unique there will emerge 
a new and different civilization 
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New England congregations and the settlers in Virginia, 
or the Yankee towns planted in the Old Nortliwest as 
against the frontiersmen and pioneers who infiltrated the 
Kentucky-Tennessee woods). Finally, it should be added 
that the impact will be greater if it is the first such migra- 
tion, less great if it is the second or third. 

(f ) The distance? “The distance is nothing,” Mme du 
Deffand is credited with saying; “it is only the first step 
that counts.” Admittedly the first step away from home 
can give a person or a people a traumatic shock. But the 
distance counts, too. Especially if the distance is so great 
that intercourse and later communications become diffi- 
cult or next to impossible. And especially, too, if die 
receiving station is so strange, and the cultural differences 
between home and colony are so profound, that the mi- 
grant recognizes, very early or even perhaps before setting 
out, that he has reached the point of no return. Such voy- 
ages force on the traveler an unexpected independence, 
and encourage him thereafter to “fare forward” on his 
own.*'’ 


What kinds of people move out of one nation or commu- 
nity into another? If many are called, who are “chosen”? 
The answers, we have suggested, will be shaped by push, 
puli, and roadbed — all three — and most of all by push, by 
the native character, background, ambitions, and social 
circumstances of the person at home. But also there will 
be selection by accident. 

III. D. Selection by Accident 

III. D.l. Esjjecially the accident of individual person- 
ality. Not all who go will be one kind — and at least a few 
of the going kind will almost always stay behind. They 
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will not ln\c l>ccn m the mood, their personal circum 
stnnct's hi\c differed, the temptation will In\e cn 
counlcrctl some unexpected obstacles, perhaps the person 
Iiimsclf was ill or not read), or had ahead) waited too 
long Or perhaps he jiist missed the boat 

III D2 Again, the accident mni/ he one of soaal 
jyjcc or timing— watli its paradoxical production of discon 
tents, Its repulsion of those “out of step,** its export of ex- 
tremes (see nbo\e. Ill A3) 

111 D3 Ahemalitcfy, the accident may take the 
shape of some great pstjchologtcal storm, some tidal wave 
of feeling some sudden landslide of the emotions One 
ihinVs of that irrational, irresistible 'America rever" 
which sNsarled and danced across the face of Europe, 
sometimes emptying whole countr)'5idcs yet leaving 
ncighlxmng % ilhges almost untouched 

III D4 And there arc the thousand accidents of 
dadij htfng Migration is a human affair, and the web of 
human history is intcrlacxrd with accidents So there can 
lie no certain predictabilities, no perfect patterns, no 
“Law's" w ithout their exceptions 

In cunclusion, let me also say again that, cn masse or in 
clusters migrants arc a mixed lot, even as is the nation or 
community from which they come Yet they ore a selection 
from not a cross section of, the parental society Their as 
sortmont of human types and capacities will tend to he 
more limited, the emphasis wiU Iw different, the aseiage 
intentions not ipnie the same So Ixith the personal charac 
ter and the social potential of the migrants will produce 
changrt in the transplanted culture And ultimately, even 
though no single migrant was unique, there will emerge 
a new and different cwahzation 


ISO 



“Move Effects”? 


On some probable consequences of 
migration, at home and abroad 


I propose to proceed from the "Laws” governing the selec- 
tion of the movers to the results of the migrations that fol- 
low.' Are there any historical experiences or sociological 
observations which will enable us to identify and even 
predict the probable aftereffects? Are there any warrant- 
able generalizations about what will happen to the home 
country or place of origin? To the colony or place of desti- 
nation? 


Effects at Home 

Without pretense of finality, let me first tackle the theoret- 
ical prospects for the parent society, and state my fifth 
Law : 


rfrrtj“= 


V. In a larf^c fmigrc/ion, the parent tocicty tu^m 
certain immediate and tubatontuil losses— teith the tm 
ccriain possilnhtij of some only jyariially compensatory 
returns, later. To cliicHlalc, 

V A The Immediate Losses Arc Both Suhiicniirl end 
f »u/»nn^ 

V A 1 The most certain losses arc of youthful hrricn 
and hrnins Because moNcmcnl appeals so stronqh lo llie 
adolescents tlic >oung adults, the amhilious workers, the 
mui of ad\cnl\jrous imagination and constnictive enter- 
pnsi tlie coiintr) or communit) of origin will incsitahl) 
fan a disproportionate outflow of ability, industrial 
rm rgy technical skills, and innoiatite disjyositians from 
hs tjouni:,cr f’cncratwn 

\ A 2 Altogether lost also will he a great deal of 
money and cfjort prc\tousl> imcslcd in child care, that is 
in raising that generation to tlie age when the) would 
l>cgin making some social returns 

V A3 Presumably these losses will be follmred— 
after an intcrx al — by a senes of after shocks, as the w cak 
cned gtncration m its matunl) fails to supplv its sKa"* 
leadership to the societ), and then proves to have ge^^ 
ati d a l>elow as erage successor pipulalion class 

V A 1 Good nrWanccs^ Unqucstionablv we ’tc 
note the other end of the J curve the fiiglit of the ou'Iz 
and criminals, and tlie out seepage of llic ncer-d'^w-l 
and the slnftcrs Also in times of rapid change the 

tore of some of the reactionaries and the disgninU'-d — t 
sav nothing of a larger than normal draft on the 
the suggestible, the excitement hungr) (about whom ^ 
Slav at homes ma\ entertain mixed feelings), k' 
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ance the real losses will outweigh the welcome departures. 
And even in persecutions or "impelled” migrations, these 
real losses may be spectacular. One thinks of tlie desicca- 
tion of great Spain, after the driving out of the Jews and 
Moriscos; of what France lost in tlie flight of the Hugue- 
nots; or of Albert Einstein, and the transfer of so much 
science and learning out of Germany after the rise of Hit- 
ler. 

V. B. Change in proportions? Does emigration, htj 
subtraction, force a change of proportions on the parental 
society? - For example, did the great seventeenth-centur}^ 
exodus of English Puritans to Virginia, New England, and 
the West Indies eliminate or reduce the strength of Puri- 
tanism in old England? Or again, how serious was the 
drainage of Yankees out of New England in 1800-50? Ex- 
perience counsels caution. Apparently one must say: 

V. B.L It is rare that an entire social type is elimi- 
nated by emigration. Obviously, quite a few Puritans were 
left in old England. And as for the Yankees, even after the 
double draft to the Ohio Valley and tlie seaboard cities, 
quite a noticeable number of such characters still stiffened 
the social discourse in Connecticut and Vermont. It is ob- 
servable also that though the lower-middle and lower clas- 
ses of the continent kept flowing year after year by hun- 
dreds of thousands across the Atlantic — to help make and 
keep us almost exclusively a middle-class society — still the 
middle ckisses captured Europe, too, after a time; and to- 
day the industrialists and the bankers, the shopkeepers 
and the bureaucrats, the labor unions and the splinter par- 
ties of the Socialist left seem to share tlie rule. Inciden- 
tally. if it can be argued that European democracy was 
delayed, it would still have to be conceded tliat the inher- 
itances from aristocracy, monarchy, and authoritarian 
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Oilholicism NS ere at least as responsible as the departure of 
man) hopeful republicans So, after a rchtisely free mi- 
gration 

V DJ2 Ferhaps uc can expect at most a slow change 
of proportions m t/ic porenf society Such a loss of vigor as 
the Homans must ha\e suffered from sending so many 
fighters and go\ emors into Uie provanccs, such a change as 
l>ccamc \ isiblc Nshen the bnghler American farm bo) s be- 
gan turning to the cities, such a diminution of enterpnse 
as oNcrtooh the flounshmg ina enter society of New IIa\cn 
after the Ci\il War, or such a human shnnlcagc as toda) 
seems Msiblo in Appalaclna 

V C Fmigfotion os fl Sfl/efy Vcitc? It has often been 
so regarded, and so advertised and administered, by per- 
sinsion or b) force If England is oNcrpopuhtcd (one can 
hnr the voices) “and the dogs do bark" there 
IS reason for colonics Encourage )our evicted tenants and 
vour jeomen displaced b) enclosure to go abroad so the) 
mav find (nsii hnd Sentence )our criminals and dis 
lurhers of the kings peace to Virginia Or again, m our 
Hcvohilion and after Hound out the Tor) Loyalists Let 
our votinger sons find farms in the West “Ship or 511001“ 
(Atlomev General Palmer's solution for the Reds of 
1921) Deport the Communists and their svanpathi/crs 

Unfortvinatcl), 

V C 1 Emigration w an oicrrotrd economic or dc- 
mograjdiic safety vafee Some departures do help, and 
emigration docs seem to dimmish the v isihle surplus of v ag- 
alxinds on the roads or of uncmplo)ed m the streets ^ct 
experience shows that colomcs arc rarcl) advanced 
enough to absorb great numbers m hard times the 
sparsrlv settled countia-sidc wall not support a fraction of 
the cilv's ^xxir. and even in prospentv the man) diverse 
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job openings in the metropoiis fill up long before the ten- 
ant farmers, who are being tractored off the land, can stop 
moving in. In sober fact, aided or unaided, emigration toill 
not remedy unemployment or equalize occupational op- 
portunities or relieve population presstires or guarantee 
improved home standards of living. It may do a little of 
each of these things. It may also remove some of the prob- 
lem to another place; or it may diffuse the surplus over a 
wider area; and in so doing it may help the individual 
movers, especially if they are prompt. But the home soci- 
ety seems to benefit, economically or socially or politi- 
cally, in a somewhat different way; 

V. C.2. Emigration is a much better psychological 
safety valve. It does relieve some of the anxiety and emo- 
tional pressure. For the unemployed the thought that 
finally one can always try somewhere else will keep hope 
alive, encourage further job-seeking, even strengthen the 
worker's hand in bargaining. For the socially disadvan- 
taged or the politically discontented, tire alternative of de- 
parture — the assurance that one is not finally defeated or 
forever condemned — will prevent desperation, postpone 
the political explosion, buy time for reforms, and perhaps 
enable the old society to avoid revolution altogetlier. So 
the knowledge that one can go, even if few take advantage 
of that knowledge, is a remarkable safety valve. And prag- 
matically the home community benefits more from the 
idea of emigration than from emigration itself.^ 

To this paradoxical probability there are likely to be 
at least two modifiers or exceptions; 

V. D. There Will Be a Return Flow or Counter- 
Current, and with time the feedback may bring some un- 
expected returns. As already noted (by Ravenstein and 



-Wove Efcdi"? 

Uc substantial human stream lenik to 

i::«J:ahs'scr hn\ similar counter stream There s«« be 

ermcrants «ho lelnm, there unll be visitors itom the 
ccning socict) ssho, having heard about The old conn 
In ■ Mill Mant to sec it, perhaps even come to live in it 
tlie’mselvcs And there Mill be a new flow oi communica- 
linns, pctl^nps ^v^so ot trade 


V O V The economic and social benefiis The letters 
iinine horn succcsslul sons and brothers wih bring new 
ideas cash remittances, and hope for a better tomorrow 
The cTnigiant v.ho has made his (ortiinc and returned will 
ha\ e suggestions to maVc and savings to invest So wW the 
foreigner hacl-traclving the (rad, be he missiomry or tour- 
ist, professor or romantic expatriate And so wU the New 
ttorld capitalists or businessmen It is perhaps lair to say 
Out no nun could ha\c ptcdicled and no man has since 
licen able to measviTO the cconoimc and social and emo 
fjonal dnidonds— the unexpected and sometimes over- 
ii helming licncfils— that Europe uould ultimately derive 
from Its original colonial plantations and its later tidal 
Dows of emigration to our strange and Jjopeful New 
Uof!iI‘ 


Of course not all of these returns proved welcome or 
eien tolerable they tended to upset Europe’s more or- 
di red socieli (Juile as much as lhc> invigMatcd il Can we 
at least say that. 


\ Di! The iclum floin mill he a stmuhs to reform 
end a change^ Ibsloncall}. such a proposition seems de 
table, and sometimes raihet dubious As Franklin D 
tt has sboMTi. Ibc Scandinawans learned a lot (toil) 
Iheit espencncc Miih emigraton to Amenca, and moder 
W man) ot their mhcnled ngidtf.es and social of reli 
piws discnmmatiom m order not (o suffer repeatedly tL 
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loss of their ablest youth/’ Did the German Junkers and 
ruling families leam as much from the centuiy'-long out- 
flow of peasants, skilled artisans, and political idealists? It 
would hardly seem so. And what about tlie Irish or the 
Italians or the Greeks? Across the Pacific, some fifty years 
after Yung Wing at Yale became the first Chinese boy to 
earn a B.A. in the western world, the inteUigentsia of tlie 
Middle Kingdom finally did take advantage of the flow 
and counter-flow of persons and of goods to study the sci- 
entific and technological secrets of western power. But 
what did the czars get in return for their pogroms? And 
what were their successors, the organized party Marxists 
under Lenin and Stalin, ever willing to receive from the 
West — beyond the atom bomb and otlier such secrets? 
One concludes perhaps that the most effective exterior 
stimulus to change may be technological, but the impulse 
to reform will depend far more on the cultural psychology 
of a parent society than on the departure or the criticisms 
and later suggestions of its wandering sons.'’ 


Colony Effects 

If generalizations can be based on the history of western 
colonization, it would seem that we are now warranted in 
fonnulating a sixth major Law: 

VI. A major stream of migration loill have immediate, 
strong, limited, hut mostly positive and quite tangible 
effects on the receiving society. Later will come ambiguity. 
Then, finally, some disguised but surprisingly powerful 
aftereffects. 

I confess that I base this projection primarily on what 
has i>een obser\-able in the largest and longest continuous 
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flow of mi n in modem times, tlic peopling of Korth Amcr 
ici Ilut these obscrvnlions cm be checked against the 
c\ olut jon of colonization and immigration elsewhere and of 
course also ngamst our knowledge of internal popuhtmn 
moNcments All will, I believe, confirm the first part of our 
projection that migration incvitabl) makes recognizable 
additions to the cmpl) land or the recemng society Tlicsc 
w c may call 

VI A The FosiUtc Gains They are of several kinds 

VI A 1 The added poputaiion and labor Especiall) 
the manpower, the )oung males and the joung families, 
llic new hands and new skills, the cner^ and productive 
tapacilj— all acquired watlioul the costs of training In 
short, the colon) gams what the mother countr) loses— 
with one notable difference Tlic men who land arc not 
quite the same as the men who sailed some of the weak 
lings Will Invc been eliminated, the tougher, more persist- 
ent, and more adaptable will have survived, though them 
selves subtl) changed b) the journey By and large, we 
can sav tint a free immigration (in contrast to starving 
refugees) brings a marked increment to the available cn 
orgv Tlic new amvals benefit the receiving society also in 
a distinct but related wa) 

\'I A 2 The nailvcs arc hastened ujjsfairs Migrants 
arc fillers m Being strangers to the country, needing focnl 
and cmpIo)-mcnt immcdiatel), they cannot wait or rcfusi 
but have to take the available opening l)ic offered job 
Tins enables the nativ e worker to move up lie can sell his 
worn aars and Inw virgin land farther on He can expand 
ins production bv taking on a lured band He can turn 
ov t r tht hcav s work m tlie shop or facton, to men fresh off 
the Ixiits and himself become a foreman or step mto a man 
agerni position Tlie same elevator effect is obscrsalde in 
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internal migration. As students have discovered, the later 
comers tend to move into the Io\\'er ranks of a trade or 
profession, almost automatically promoting some of the 
locals or earlier arrivals to higher positions. So, histori- 
cally, the continuing Atlantic migration enabled the first 
settlers to prosper and to move West, The greatest profits 
accrued to the early arrivals. Our west^^'ard mo\-ement be- 
came in some part a race to get tliere first. And in the 
building of our cities it didn’t hurt to be on hand early. 

VI. A.3. Quick cultural contributions. In colonizing an 
empty area, tlie settlers will bring the po\\’erful apparatus 
of their culture — though less than they left behind. By the 
time the second stream of migration arrives, presumably 
the language, the laws, and the customs will already have 
been established. The later comers will therefore be hand- 
icapped. Their “alien” ways will generate suspicion; their 
young workers will compete for the scarce jobs or housing; 
and the initial attitudes of some or many of the natives 
may be guarded or quite hostile. Yet in short order even a 
secondary' or trailing migration seems to make at least a 
few quite tangible cultural additions to tlie receiving soci- 
ety: new words and e.\pressions for tlie language, new 
foods and recipes, new games or social observances, new 
congregations of faith or religious practices, new crops or 
systems of tillage, new skills in mining or in manufacture. 
Even slaves from Africa or coolies from Canton or ref- 
ugees from some belated and poverty-stricken Middle 
Eastern population seem to manage a few “gifts.” 

'let as the second wave of immigrants continues com- 
ing, the receiving society' seems to e.vperience 

VI. B. Feelings of Growing Ambiguity. Even if, or 
perhaps especially if, the society is democratic in disposi- 
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tion The more fricndl> to strangers, the more “open” and 
rpjltallj moliilc, tlie more iincertatn or cliudcd mi) l>o- 
ciwe the atliliith s oj the older slock The sons ol the most 
rtcint immigrants (cra\mg recognition and ssantmg to fit 
m) \\n(( themselves become critical of tlieir parents' "un- 
Amcncan” halnls Then the sheer number of later arrivals 
— ptrinps a noticeable decline in qiialit)— more certainly 
lljeir clmgwg together (m Ccrmanlouns and Irish wards, 
lu Chinatowns and Luile Italics) will generate local mis- 
givings Success m local politics will spark wider aland 
Tlic orginlzaliQii into ethnic work gangs or occupational 
familits, the “clinmng tip" for some special crop or bar- 
V < sling or serv ice function, will seem to dnv e out the older 
pnclilioncrs, and the next to lost immigrant group is sure 
to ohjccl to the wage competition of Oie most recent ar- 
rivals, ttc Hut we need liardl) rehearse the oft-expen- 
cnetd trnb and obstacles to full citizenship And the de- 
ceplions of the “mcfting pot ' theory of enfluro contacts 
and diffusion arc too complex and difficult for discussion 
here Suffice it to notice that there will be divided coun- 
seU on the one Iiand, nativist movements, with demands 
for immigration restriction and 100 per cent assimilation, 
on the otiicr, more tolerance of the newcomers, and inter- 
est m using them, and satisfaction witli a democratic hve- 
and Icl-Iive, or aillural pluralism (One could cite the ct- 
penence of the West Indians m England or the Algerians 
m France toda) ) 

M C The Aftereffects^ With time and familiarity 
and spatial intermingling and multiplication and inter- 
numage of tlic generations one ma> expect a considerable 
difiiHion, acceptance, and surface homogenization Hut 
graihialh. quittl), l\^o great changes will have been (ak- 
»ngplicr TJ»c first IS 
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(Ife2f>-Sfl). lio\\p\tr hjphpnalctl tlicir IopIh« Tljcn ihc 
newer immigraljon {lSSl-1917) floitexl irrcsiUjliU l(v 
ward tli< top nemendKr Ilollp^ood^ HoUp'otxl was 
(and «) liardl) an Angto Saxon ins\\loijon In sports, al 
waj’s a sensitise harointtcr, tlic old Englisli st)lc gentle* 
rmn amateur Ind disappeared, and p\en tlic footlnll jug* 
gcrtuiits of once Congregational Valc--wath stars by the 
name of Heffelfinger or Corbin, lHnVe\ or Co) — bad 
given wa) to Notre Dame, whose “Fighting Insb,” under 
Knutc Hocknc, soon sprouted almost unpronounceable Po- 
lish and CtccIi iiimes Again in tlie great urban game of 
oops and robbers, the police forces and stvles of cmlits 
might still he overwhelmingly from the “old sod," hut the 
new warlords of tlic underworld seemetl to have names 
ending in “o" or “i" or "*oiie " and to lie plavmg tlic game 
h) railcs straight out of Sicil) Meanwhile, m rjuiet offices 
uptown, hcarderl doctors were licginmng to pri*scTil>e ther 
apies for tht YanVee psyche that liad i>oin mvenletl h) 
and for Jews in Vienna And after World War 11, our Puri- 
tan sex code gives a helpless gasp as people of all ages, 
origins, and soaal positions l>cgm indulging in a Iicemr 
lint can onlv be called pagan and m a premarital frceslnm 
rcmmiscent of the Puropean working cKss 

In short, if one mav judge at all by the American es* 
peneiice, after two or three generations an Immigrant tri!) 
utary, which vv is supposedU ahsorlictl into the main 
stream of national lift . mav ri -emerge vs iih no little of its 
value system, its liihits of inmd and conduct still power* 
luk Like somt great submarine current suddrnlv welling 
up from the depths to break tlie surface of the Pacific with 
a start luig \ isibility , the immigrant nv ers of kiw cr middle 
class culture have recently come pounnglo tlie surface of 
our national life Tlic inference’ Somehow neither the dv 
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VI. C.l. Displacement and replacement of the na- 
tives. For reasons that are not altogether clear, the recent 
migrants tend to multiply, the oldest start to dry up. 
Whether because the new aliens are willing to work for 
lower wages and have more children, while the natives 
spend more time preparing for higher jobs and more 
money educating fewer children — or whether there is 
some genuine difference in vigor or knowledge of contra- 
ception — or whether a higher percentage of immigrant 
women are of a child-bearing age — ^for whatever reason or 
reasons, the new arrivals tend to expand their share in the 
population in the second and third generations. A similar 
drying up of the locals, and infusion of fresh numbers and 
energy from the outside, is to be seen in the growth of our 
cities. A second change follows; 

VI. C,2. Contamination and change in the value stjs- 
iems. As gradually the majority comes to be composed of 
postcolonial immigrants or later comers and their descend- 
ants, the original value system or great basic body of as- 
sumptions imperceptibly begins to suffer alteration. And 
suddenly some event, some cultural happening or spectac- 
ular political change, makes it clear that it is no longer the 
Anglo-Americans or descendants of the founders of the 
city who are setting the standards. First the Brahmins may 
find themselves outnumbered and outvoted. Next, an 
American cardinal is appointed and the Roman Catliolic 
Church emerges as the largest single church in the United 
States. Then, in the politics of our cities and our national 
parties, the influence of German social idealism or of Irish 
ward bosses begins to make itself felt. Perhaps we can say 
that the first thirty years of this centuiy' saw tlie unmistak- 
able achievement of real power by the older immigration 
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(1820-S0), lioNNCNcr hyphenated their loyalties Then the 
ncNscr immigration (1881-1917) floated irresistibly to 
uarfl the lop Remember Hollywood? HollyNvood was 
(and is) hardly an Anglo Saxon institution In sports, al 
nays a sensitise barometer, the old English style gentle- 
man amilcur had disappeared, and even the football jug- 
gernauts of once Congregational Yale — with stars by the 
name o( Hcffctlinger or COrbm, Huikey or Coy— bad 
gocn waj to Notre Dame, whose “Fighting Irish,” under 
Knutc Hocknc, soon sprouted almost unpronounceable Po- 
lish aad Czech names Again m the great urban game of 
“"d styles of emhty 

might still he osctsvhclroingly from the old sod,’ but the 

enAnTIn Vo°'“'"“ ’'“ve names 

ending m o or , or one " and to be pjayms the game 

>" 9 o>ot offi™ 

;"JfeJm,s,„V,c„na^i:«mfttw\3ro"1‘‘^ 

-V” - p-p'= »f °>> 5, 

(fcalcanonlj becalWpa^ mi ■» a license 

eem,„,scc„.„f,heEuropc?na;o,u"3r“"‘^”™''°” 

"hich iias siipposcdh'b n 

«™n>of„s„„„,,,,f<,P;^ "|^ *»ebed into ti,e mam 
>ls habits of mindTJ' 

f“P Uc some great subroan ^ PO'fer- 

“Ptsuro the depThs tots ^Usns 

a isihhtyrc of the Pacific 

' ’ 'o><nre base rceentb co^"' 

"’"onal Me ^e .nferenS™^^'’ ‘'''= surface of 

W Somehow neither d.edj,. 



And What Happens 
to Those Who Go ? — 


0» certain social and psychological 
implications for tlie mov ers 

We come finally to tlse effects of mo\ emeut on ll>r mnv m 
And I \»j11 say at once that (after tfjc onpmal prr-sefcctlon 
of (lie moNcrs) (licsc effects seem (o me as impoitant ami 
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simplest trasel h.as its cents each traveler, hfs happ^ •' 
his expectations And lor mipranis or tliose who n 
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namite of dispersion nor the solvents of assimilation will 
quite decompose the basic attitudes of a substantial and 
continuing immigrant stream. 

So in such a migration the country of destination will 
be in for some delayed surprises. The drastic shifts in the 
American value system since 1945 are surely strong testi- 
mony. And what has already happened to our Northern 
cities, under the influx of the blacks from the South, may 
only be the second act in that American tragedy. 

Because of the massive transplanting of peoples that 
we have known, there will be other delayed dividends of 
surprise and pain and change of standards to come. 
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to Those Who Go ? — 

On certain social and psychological 
implications for the movers 

\Vp come finally to tlic effects of movemenl on the movers. 
And 1 v.\U say at once that (after the original pre-selection 
of the mo^crs) these effects seem to me as important and 
interestmg as all the others put together In Law IV it was 
hid doNsn that The process of moving oltcfs the sfoefe, 
Icmpcramcnt, and culture of the movers, not only hy an 
original irfccHon hut on the road as teeil ond also at 
journey s end. 1 propose now to elaborate that statement. 
For ss e shendd recognize that wanderers are not magically 
protected. Mo\ing \\\\\ mark or even scar the mover. The 
simplest tra\ cl has its costs, each traveler, his baggage and 
ins expectations. And for migrants, or those who move and 
moM: again, the experience will have 'consequences— 
conscrpicnccs, institutional consequences, psycho- 
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logical consequences — of a -decisive and often enduring 
character. Let us look first at the social predictabilities. 

IV. A. Migration Means Great Social Losses to the 
Migrant, especially in the goods of community — but also a 
number of reciprocal gains, especially in freedom and self- 
command. The “losses” may be extremely hurtful, or of 
mixed portent. 

IV. A.l. The major losses are those of community and 
social roots. When a man moves for good he has to tear up 
his roots, and he has to leave many people, many accus- 
tomed activities and participations, many famih'ar sights 
and sounds behind. Thus, 

IV. A.2. The mover will lose his friends and associates, 
his village or town, perhaps even his family but in any 
event his social envelope, his group frame. 

IV. A.3, He will of course lose his old job and any 
expectations of promotion; and in migrating to virgin land, 
or into a less advanced economy, he will probably lose the 
fine edge of his shills and be unable to carry with him his 
most sophisticated tools. Historically, the most advanced 
technologies have not been found on the frontier or in un- 
derdeveloped countries. 

IV. A.4. The higher arts of all kinds may have to he 
left behind, for there will not be enough fellow travelers 
witli either die skills or the appreciation to sustain them, 

IV. A.5. Almost certain to be lost will be the high art 
of leisure. For the majority of the migrants will be 
workers, and almost all will have to be active to survive. 
Perpetual movers may then acquire a distaste for inactiv- 
ity. 
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IV A C 1nciitah]i/, there umII be a Joss of Imck- 
prmmrf arcmonics can no longer be observed, traditions 
arc one b) one /orgotlcn, the past is put behind So for the 
Iiclicving and remembering man, emigration becomes in 
dcctl a “form of suicide ** For the loyal and de\olcd, the 
sepiralion cannot help but yield some “dividends of pain " 

IV A 7 Again, in moving out of a community, the 
mover \v^Il move out of the sight of his peers, the supervi- 
sion of his ciders and his belters Tlie old social restraints 
will drop away, and thcrewillbc a /oss o/ mornlsonc/fons 

To put all these consequences of uprooting a little 
diffcrcnll), we mij sa) that migrants lypicall) suffer cer- 
tain great losses tlieir sense of identity, their settled ex- 
pectations and sccunty, the earned regard and human 
sj^palhics of their friends, the discipline of the old social 
order, the \ ancly and depth of the parental culture 

Tlie loss of discipline and social restraints, however, 
mav not all be for the worse, escape from the old order 
and vva) of living can have its compensations So the mi- 
grant w ill soon recognize that, 

IV 13 Some Losses Bring Thar Compensating Gains 
To escape from authont} maybe 

IV B 1 An escape from tyrants and social tyrannies 
from political oppression, from economic dictation, from 
social dlscnmmation. from religious persecution 

IV B^ Or departure may mean delivery from a rigid 
a decaying old order under fhc dead hand of 

the past 

IV b 3 Or by flight one can escape <3 poisoned flimos- 
r rte of opinion the bad blood of family feuds, or a vil 
gp perhaps tom by jealousies and suspicion 
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IV. B.4. The loss of social order and the increase of 
social disorder in the company of fellow migrants may at 
the same time open the way toward a more fluid and flexi- 
ble society. 

IV. B.5. In any case, it offers a chance to start over. 
The man handicapped by his birth or by accident; the am- 
bitious worker locked into the slow motion of his trade or 
craft; the failure; and the delinquent: all are given a sec- 
ond chance. By decamping a man may be able to leave 
behind his family origins, his class, his hostile superiors, 
his old reputation, even his criminal record — and make a 
fresh start. 

IV. C. Migration Also Brings Great Gains — gains 
often almost without their compensatory deficits. Thus, 

IV. C.l. The mover gains a new physical environ- 
ment, with its material resources. 

IV. C.2. The mover enters a new social environment 
and gains contact witir new people and different cultural 
resources. 

IV. C.3. The mover gains a new simplicity and direct- 
ness. Since he cannot take all his clothes or tools or associ- 
ations or obligations wth him on the journey, he has to 
strip down and is forced to part with many nonessentials. 

IV. C.4. As already implied, the mover gains a new 
freedom frotn authority, and chance to govern himself. 
Whatever tire suffrage opportunities in tlie society he 
joins, he gains a voting power over himself. Perhaps for 
the first time in his life he begins making his own deci- 
sions. Being on his o\\'n, among strangers, 

IV. G.5. The mover also has the chance to stand on 
his own feet economically, and to better himself. With de- 



jind U/wi *0 Thoic \VJio Co^ 

tjchmcnt Irom some tradition mmicd social order come 

imccitiu md diseqnilibniimbut also olmost frovidentol 

opi»rtimHi« to rise to lircal. out o! tbc old Wrarcliy 
iD\o a socici) one « ears no label, to escape from old 
jobs into nc'\ and tnorc profitaWc occupations, to get out 
o! some stiff and limited class system mto new and mote 
open competitions In any age or civilization, freedom lo 
moir must mean /or (lie indtttdual a greofer freedom to 


IV C 6 itll tlitf means an intitotion to enterprise end 
an enormous release of human energies The migrant 
moves toward a world where ideally every man can be his 
<r.vn mastcT, and ever) chutcK a self governing congrega 
tion lie realizes that what happens will depend, more 
largol) than cier before m his experience, on himself 
Mith Iiard work and some luck he will prosper, and so will 
gun 111 confidence and persistence as well as m self 
fommind 


IV C7 Fmall), (he migrant »s gicen an opportunity 
—far too often neglected m our histones — the opportunt/j^ 
to choose to choose first what he will bring along next 
what lie wiU accept from his traveling companions or new 
ncij^hljOTs lasth what lie wiU send back home for, once he 
pits his feet on tlie ground or can afford the latest tools 
vnil nnliom from the East Coast or from Europe It might 
l<c illiiminatmg lo pose this quesUon to our immigration 
mord uhich ethnic or cultural gtonp nmong the many 
that hise cotnc lo these shores chose uell in the moving 
or Istrs on 1 or surel, there uere marhed differences m 
tiir choosing 


I' CS llossescr such a pidgmcnt might go one 

-d auff persona! c/ioiees. the grco.“ 
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nm\r$ toward a world where ideally every man can be his 
own master, and cscry church a self governing congrega- 
tion lie leahacs that what happens will depend, more 
Urgclv than c\er before m his experience, on himself 
\\ itii liard work and some luck he w ill prosper, and so wll 
gain in confidence and pcntslencc as well as in self- 
nimmand 


IV C7 Finall), the migrant ts gitcn an opportunity 
—far loo often neglected in our histones— the opportumtij 
to ehnosc to choose first whit he will bring along, next 
'Out he wdl accept from h« imehng companions or new 
iieigMxirs ''hat he \iiHscnd back home for, once he 
grli his feet on the ground or can afford the latest tools 
and rations from the East Coast or from Europe It might 
iHunimalmg to pose this question to oar immigration 
TOld 

-fiatZg ■" 

cfar'lD." ""S’’' S». ouu 



THE MOVING AMERICAN 

nization — ^proved nonviable in the Virginia and Plymouth 
colonies because the returns from investment in the wil- 
derness were too slow and they could not hope to mono- 
polize all the land. So the New World meant bankruptcy 
for the joint-stock companies; and the modem corporation 
would have to wait almost two hundred years to jump the 
Atlantic successfully. A like fate almost overtook the mo- 
nopolistic labor unions, the guilds. For the governors (the 
master craftsmen) mostly stayed home and the learners 
(the apprentices) found in America more demand for 
their physical labor than for their skills, and a freer life 
everywhere than the guild mles contemplated. So the ap- 
prenticeship system made the passage and survived but 
only as a fragment, an isolated and personal relationship 
to some smith or cooper or joiner without guild sanctions; 
or else the apprenticeship was converted and debased into 
a system of selling one s labor for a few years in return for 
the passage money. And much the same could be said of 
many of the forms and legal arrangements for landholding 
and conveyance. If feudal dues, and entail or primogeni- 
ture, in skeletal foim lingered on here and there until the 
Revolution, that was due to special circumstances; gener- 
ally, the men were too few and the acres too many and the 
distances too great and the social hierarchies too weak and 
the ease of escape all too obvious for the successful trans- 
fer of these medieval devices— as for a host of other Eliza- 
betiian institutions. Again, in a related way, we must ob- 
serve that, 

11 . 15 . 2 . The (ransplanting of Old World institutions 
into New World space brings disorganization, atomiza- 
Uon, simplification, and even primitivization. In a raw 
young country elaborate codes cannot be maintained, the 
niceties will suffer, the citified habits and the ecclesiastical 
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rituals In%c to l>c simplified Tlicrc isn’t the time or the 
mmpou cr or the consuming public to maintain them 
Complcr relationships also cannot subsist on infrequent 
rncoimtcrs So for example, the famtl), as a unit of par 
cuts and children was successful!) transplanted across 
the Atlantic— l)ul the larger “extended famd) of the 
landed squirearchy or the continental pcasanlr) began to 
shnnV For man) near relatives and remote relations were 
perforce left behind, and the new cousins and relations by 
marriage lived too far awA) for cas) reunion then per 
haps moved again and cnlircl) disappeared The process 
of simplification and atomization can be seen evcryavlicrc 
m our colonial societies m the way the transplanted ma 
norial village exploded into freehold farms or the cstab 
lulled churches into self governing congregations in the 
wav tlic college clustered iinivcrsit) of Oxford or Cam 
lindge shrank down into a single loncl) college here or 
llure m the wa) the English arm) s)slem with its aristo 
aatic officers and its lured troops, reverted in colonial 
hands into a citizens mihtia (old Anglo-Saxon style), in 
the wav the law and lavs’) ers bad to get on without their 
cm-n schools or Inns of Court m the wa) colonial doctor 
mg oftin had to l>c carried on b) the Puritan ministers 
Without formal training or liencfil of hospitals So some 
limes 111 a transplanting what is quite cnidc enough to 
start w itli liccomes cv cn cruder And this on ton of the fact 
that 


If H3 Often the cwfrure of the scttkrs is tlcciclcdlij 
Iwkiicrd end pnmitiic fo start uitfi and seems to come 
to an af/rvpt halt For the migrants come out of the lower 
and middle classes m the main not from the most highl) 
ediicaletl or the cultural anstocmev Again a frccjnigra 
tiou wiU tend to draw from the rural shires rather than 
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from the bustling towns. So much of what is instinctively 
earned along \vill be old-fashioned and a little behind the 
times even at the moment of departure. And when the set- 
tlers get over they will be too busy for a while to try to 
catch up; instead, they will keep living on their inherited 
culture. So in the first years of settlement many institu- 
tions will tend to stand still. It is almost as if the culture 
suffered a shock on transplanting. Such expertness as is 
brought proves hard to maintain. Improvements have to 
wait. Yet meanwhile tlie folk at home go on changing and 
innovating. And presently the colony seems more than 
ever, old-fashioned and provincial. Such was certainly the 
fate of the English colonies in America in the first genera- 
tions. Wdiiile old England was becoming new, New Eng- 
land became old. The colonists made do with what they 
had, maintained what they could, improvised when they 
had to, and abandoned or simplified what was too refined 
or complex. Facing the savage \vilderness, they adapted as 
best they could. FeeUng social needs, they borrowed 
rather tlian invented. In tlie simple extractive economy, 
they became jacks-of-all-trades and masters of none. We 
may conclude that relapses and atavisms are among the 
hallmarks of the colonial adventure. One can see this in 
their language which, as Mencken so entertainingly dem- 
onstrated, was not only pre-Shakespearean and full of old 
Anglo-Saxonisms, but tended to stand still, and so to fall 
still further behind the advancing English of the mother 
country. Only in its hasty improvisations, its journeyman’s 
slang, its metaphors out of the new' landscape, its vulgar 
energy and liveliness and irreverence did the American 
speech give promise of a more powerful future. And might 
not similar things be said of some of the institutions of 
local self-government out of the remote Anglo-Saxon in- 
heritance? 



And Utt*ypais to'Thosr Who Co^ 

11 C Dispersion rromoln DcccrdrcUzclion With 
lime nddctl to spice as a harircl, the transplanted institu- 
tions \m 11 next show a senes of dclaved or sccondir) 
effects Man) of these stem directly from the mosement 
outward, the dispersion of the migrants into wider temto- 
rH*s, and tlie consequtnl decentralization Unless there is 
some single port of entr), some bottleneck through which 
rmn and goixls must flow, some intural point of control 
whtre autocratic authorit) ma) center its power to choose 
and to reject, to govern and to punish (in whicli case tlic 
migration loses much of its freedom), it is difliailt to pre- 
servi tlu graduated hierarchies within an institution or in- 
strument of government Tlie distances arc too great for 
the lu'ccssir) supervision or procetlures of deference and 
appeal One town or court or college will resemble an- 
otliir and claim tlio same rights, to l>c exercised locally. 
Indeed, the given mstniment will not be socially viable 
unless It can he transplanted, ncccssani) in miniature 

If Cl /nocofonln/r/ispcmon, Insfifidions/mte/ohc 
niinlalunzecl or made portahic to snrtiic And, rccipro- 
calK, those communities with portable organijulions will 
l>e stronger, more durable, better able to carr) their civ ili- 
ration with them Tins point is cxlrcmclv important, but 
lias Ix-en suggestctl or implictl so often in our discussions* 
that it IS jvorliaps suflicienl hero simpl) to remind our- 
selves of what the Piintaris were aide to accomplish with 

* etu •< 8 9 «nd al«\r It Hi In tJw po»l 

tr^-saul p!ulr of Pom and ctwmpT Bom (rlo atxraJ> wttlcxl «rf3> or 
r’*”’? »ocirt)ri tanx" ir<jmfn7»mt of poruHililv ui!I o’ Uln if if** 
irr la cany thrtf cho»cn occupational ot mj\» of I fc 

'‘‘th t’lrrv^rtcrps that {*» Eltlnt and Mchilrkl. ha^c pointed owt) 
rc<rral«l ai mtH at rarrl«l ic it t* cnooj;h if ifiirv 
tta-xiifdi'r*! aixt mcO undmtmd l!ut Uicr can liftniUted 
er ;-Va*nJ imtcCnluK, I Ip tome unit of lljc U5 Armv or Ml TeV* 
f'emp 
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their tOwTi meeting and congregational discipline, and not 
only in New England but all across the Old Northwest. 

11. C.2. Dispersion and decentralization lead toward 
the division of sovereignty. In theory, sovereignty has 
been supposed to be singular, indivisible, and from the top 
down. The divine right of kings rested squarely on this 
supposition. But in practice, migration has meant a kind of 
escape from the king’s presence. He may send out viceroys 
and governors, but even those agents cannot be every- 
where. The stretch of space, as we say, proves too power- 
ful for the span of control. And some royal powers have to 
lapse, or have to be transferred to intermediate authori- 
ties, or will even be taken over by local groups. In theory, 
the king still rules supreme, and the mother country is su- 
perior to its colonies. But in practice, the colonial legisla- 
tures may also be legislating and coming to think of them- 
selves as Parliaments ( and in New England a still further 
decentralization and takeover of sovereignty came to favor 
the locality or town meeting). In Madras the East India 
Company acted for — ^indeed almost instead of — the gov- 
ernment at home. Even in jealously supervised New Spain 
the viceroys became so uncontrollable that visitors and 
inspectors general had to be sent. 

11. C.3, Out of dispersion and decentralization may 
also come a federal concept, as the dependencies begin ex- 
ercising some sovereign powers. Whether tliis will always 
follow seems doubtful; but in the English experience 
(whether American colonial or later Commonwealth), the 
exercise of some local authorit)'^ seems to have led to the 
idea of participatory authority and an operative federal- 
ism. Again, in the English experience, 

II. C.4. Dis]jersion and competitive settlement seem 
to lead toward toleration,^ and the abandonment of a 
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j;«xl 
Onco 

Mniriciiltis Wcamc eager for more scttkrs-hence 
anxtoiw to attract them bj fa%orable treatment In soch a 
competition ont> the most dedicated could cbng to stnet 
rcbgioiLis prescriptions, feudal dues became handicaps, 
and exclusion from landholding and from the sulfrage 
were icopardircd ^\'Ilb botli old and new settlers all loo 
willing to tnosc on, into the back woods, or to some other 
colon) , gnes anecs perhaps had to be listened to, and au* 
thont) could not lie loo atbilrar) So an original disper- 
sion, reinforced b) man) later moxements, almost forced 
the abandonment of monopolistic rules, reduced the prac- 
tical atitliont) of the rulers, made taxes and duties difficult 
to collect, encouraged religious toleration, and generally 
operated to faior tlic individual subject against the gov- 
erning state In the English colonics, at least, the freedom 
to keep moving became, so to speak, a basic colonial free- 
dom (And one maj note that the sovereign but competJ 
tiir states in (be federal Union of the United States w ould 
find themselves unable to legislate an effective system of 
taxation until the t'\ cnlicth century ) 


mm ptoWnlioM. iwlramts. and polilical wntrols 
(lie IwaciAcads had W established, being depend 
11,1-11- moduce and land sales, each group ot 


H C 5 Repealed migration oho encourages the ah 
ilraedtin oj oud.only Or at least this is one of the things 
that seems la base distinguished the moving English from 
I leir mate sedenlarj rnab The argument here Mould be 
thrl in the rnoung and mlermmghng o! peoples from all 
r>eo>’’'ar shire cus- 
families and 

, , left behind 

'uV became remote The 
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ble. So both the force of tradition and rule by God-given 
rulers were diminished. Hence a natural resort to agree- 
ments or compacts — and later a necessary resort in each 
colony (or state) to statute law. But statute law itself is 
burdensome and requires enforcement and re-enactment 
in each fresh jurisdiction. Statutes were indeed dupli- 
catable. But was tliere any truly portable law? Statutes re- 
quired human force. Were there not unarmed laws? Given 
the intense morahsm of the Protestant Reformation, the 
dependence of the Puritans on sacred scripture, and the 
insistence of the Enlightenment on “right reason,” it was 
perhaps not surprising that the restless colonists and their 
successors came to put considerable emphasis on natural 
rights and moral law. Such concepts or principles were en- 
during. But principles were also portable. Principles re- 
quired no expenditures. Principles could be applied ab- 
stractly to all men. At least one notes the strong reliance 
on principles in the Declaration of Independence and in 
the personal freedoms enumerated in the Constitution’s 
Bill of Rights. The Constitution itself? Here was an agree- 
ment or contract, such as contracting parties might make 
or had made before. Here again was a supreme law to take 
the place of a supreme sovereign. Yet the Constitution was 
also an abstract theory of balanced government, which ap- 
plied to all alike, and which went with the people into 
each new territory' or state. The Constitution was at once a 
bargain, a law above ordinary law, and it was portable. 
Ours became, then, a government of laws, not of men — and 
of two kinds of law. 

In due course we became also a nation of “doctrines” — 
of moral declarations of principle which could be carried, 
without fresh re-enactment, Rirough both space and time. 
I do not for a moment wish to deny the strong inheritance 
from the Protestant Reformation and from English le- 
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1 interests of an extremely mobile people m 
pies or doclnncs we came to call rrcedom of 
>nroc Doctrine, Nfanrfcsl Dcstin), Optn Door, 
eiglibor^ 

r we luxe been foaising on the inslilnlioinl 
c coloniil dispersion Let us now note {\cry 
use the) ha\e been referred to rcpcatcdl) in 
ig clnplcrs) the apparent institutional conse- 
ihc continuance and c\en intensincation of 
) almost all han<Is since the landing 

Repeated MoLcmcnt Shifts the Soctal Balance 
^gcs Institutional Distortion At least to judge 
rican experience, some institutions and some 

cnihzalion seem to ha\c had an cxtrcmcl) 
irsiMiig and getting established, while others 
•mphasized and even exaggerated As alrcad) 

Brpeated tnovement ts had for the arts and 
icrc will be serious omissions The great lihrar* 
■novo Tlic highest learning and the most so* 
science arc too fine and delicate for the wilder* 
the carl) stages of farming, manufacturing, or 
: Tlic hospitals and laboraloncs sta) behind at 
enters The liberal arts and humane learning 
sported, but onl) with difiicult), for those who 
litm will be in a mmoril) among the movers 
iplied arts and saenccs \m 11 be slow to cstib* 
liools and advance their subjects Tlic fine arts? 
c easil), indeed there is something especially 
■!« ‘A'lWi tT\ \Vrt: Tfrtn TsrfArorfiwanism and mdis- 
lisplaccmcnt Dul their schools and their tools, 
n$ of pilronagc and the great collections and 
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museums of art are not so readily moved or reproduced. In 
new societies, again, with the accent on improvisation, 
theoretical thinking will be neglected, though the art of 
building should flourish. A pragmatic insistence on quick 
and inexpensive returns will also handicap institutions and 
distort the balance of the culture. 

II. D.2. A people in continual motion will improvise 
or borrow. Limited in what it can transport or replicate 
and support, a moving society will tend to make do with 
cheap substitutes, imitate foreign inventions, beg-borrow- 
or-steal what it has not the strength to create. Tocqueville 
saw we were living on European science, and were likely 
to continue. So also American books and magazines and 
newspapers were long imitative and second-rate. And if 
Americans sometimes heard great music, it was from for- 
eign composers and players. 

II. D.3. Repeated movement emphasizes communica- 
tions. Word carries. A common language becomes neces- 
sary for survival. The curiosity of movers asks for news. 
Spellers and literacy, or a common education, become im- 
portant. And eventually it should not be surprising if the 
media of communication come to occupy a large segment 
of the day and of the working population. 

The accent will also be on physical transportation, on 
the roads, and on technical devices for more rapid and 
effective transit for men and goods. But so much has al- 
ready been said on this subject that it will be enough 
merely to cite the American emphasis on transportation, 
on mass production and mass marketing and mass adver- 
tising. 

II. D.4. Repeated movement leads toward uniformity 
and conformity. As was suggested in chapter 6, space- 
plus-mobility produces dispersion; but by and by, mobil- 
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i\\ D\tmm^sp-\ccat\daw« arc no hiding places left Tlic 

ciTcnUtmn and recircidaliQn of men and of ideas leads to a 
common tongue, to national fashions m goods, styles, slo- 
ran, and idwdogics, to the more crjual application of the 
amstUviUon and the BiU of RighU, to the decline of re 
gmnaUsms or local pcculnnties And also to a tyxanny of 
npmwnv.l\ttUTQcfjuc\iUc saw and called the “tyranny of 
dm mijorils " \lith instantaneous national media and al 
most instant interchange of people, we ha\c become sub 
^cct W more sudden barrages of suasion and secmingl) 
irresistible vsascs of emotion One can still find local idio- 
jjTicrasics, and quite a number of recognizable regional 
pcculnnties, but these distinguishable ways of living 
siTHi todns onl) minor sonants m the ovenvhelming, mes 
capable “American Way ** 


M 1)5 Th^ hahtt of internal mobihUj reconciles lui to 
each other, anri makes tt possible to momtoxn many para 
doses m society— crpeciaily the reconciliation of equality 
«ith mills ulual opportunity Hoss base we managed to 
Iwlitsc in— and prcscnc — ^bolh these myths as operating 
idtis in despite of unequal ability, luch, and achieve 
mrnl’ On the one hand, by anti monopolistic and regula- 
tors hgislition, abetted by redistributive taxation, on the 
olljer, In the freedom for the little fellows (as for cvery- 
om cUe) to move and to try again So mobility has stepped 
In as mir free lands gave out Anti even though all 
spaas are noss more or Jess occupied a man can still gel 
auav from his boss and give himself a second or third or 
fourth or fifth cbmcc As was suggested m chapter 2, it 
Jm Wn tlie frectlom to move whicfi has made possible 
I ir ssmbiosii oF erjuility and individualism m this coun- 
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From some of our earlier analyses of the social and institu- 
tional effects of migration, and from much of the immedi- 
ately preceding discussion, we may deduce that mobility 
is not without psychological implications for the individ- 
ual as well as for the group. This carries us again to the 
fourth Law, which states: 

IV. The process of moving alters the . . . tempera^ 
ment of the movers, not only hy an original selection 
but on the road as well and also at journetjs end. How? 

IV. D. Migration and Repeated Movement Will Sub- 
ject the Personality to Severe Strains, bring changes of 
attitude and temper, and intensify certain migrant charac- 
teristics. First of all, there is a process of atomization. 

IV. D.l. The individual is stripped of his protections 
and forced to go ahead on his own. Detached from his old 
community, deprived of the care and support of the peo- 
ple he has known, no longer able to count on familiar cus- 
toms and attitudes, in other words, stripped of his enve- 
lope, he must suddenly make face to a strange world and 
learn to draw strength from himself. With no authorities 
to guide or compel him, he must learn self-discipline. Not 
all survive that test, or in surviving make the same re- 
sponse: 

(1) ’Some become remarkably independent, even 
rugged individualists in many ways. 

(2) The moral weaklings may suffer a disintegra- 
tion of character, a demoralization or further detachment 
from the social codes, or they may carry irresponsibility to 
the point of anti-social attitudes and crime. 
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Arul U f/fl/’JxTi lo Thnif Wf.n 

(3) Tlic rcl>cl Irmpcramrnls nuy jtiH 

more mulisdplmeti and Te!)cIIiom Djsvrntrr jx-nonatiUr^ 
imy I>cstrcngt}jenrd in their rgottitic<!rnincr. 

(•I) IVeed from restraints ln>t insemrr. a ntmi!*rr 
may taVc rchigc in action, phs-sical \io1rnce, an Incrrasrii 
destmetiseness and intemperance I suspect that tlie sio- 
Icncf of American life o\s« more than a little to the fact 
that moving subjects people to a severe uprooting, con* 
fronts them with almost Intolerable novelties and strange- 
ness, and demands overt action. Having Jml their Idenlitv, 
many can rediscover it only through some phv-sical ges- 
ture Vmlcntt* tells us perhaps as much aliout moving as 
nlxnit injustice * 

(5) Other movers fall a prey to dnuht. Uprooletl, 
inst'cvirc, seeing their old verities questionesl or denied on 
ever)' hand )cl iinahlc to discover and learn a new set of 
pnitectivr commandments, they liccome iineasy, nervous, 
imstahle. or mentally ill Too rapid social changes seem to 
have like effects With the dechne of llir old rchgin is au- 
thorities. the comforts of confession, or the cleansing abso- 
lution of evangelical worship and convenion, our mixlem 
movers seem to be carT)mg their aiuieties more and more 
to the psvchiatnsl's couch * 

(0) Tlien there arc the gudtv and the consnencr- 
stricken* those who cannot forget, the hvphenatetl- 
movers, the migrants with divided lo\ allies K'ta!)Iivfi*nl at 
their destination and prmit! of their new suceevin. tliev 
still liarlxir reservations afiout the new soot tv, regrets for 
old wavs, and a bad consnencr* for tlie rmmtrv am! tbr 
duties thev left Itoliind \Mien these pilU feelings Itnrrue 
marknl, one of two things seems to Inppen Kuhrr the im* 
migrant dev rlojw a longing for the fatherUml and an iinre- 
ahvticalK losv tnemtirv of its perfections— -arvf witlt llu? 
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an inferiority complex — or else, suppressing his doubts, he 
resorts to self-justification and almost deliberately exag- 
gerates the ignorance, poverty, corruption, and injustice of 
the Old World on which he has turned his back Europe as 
the graveyard of liberty and the sinkhole of iniquity be- 
comes the image. And many Californians entertain like 
contradictory feelings about the Atlantic coast The effete 
and dominating East, it, seems to some; whereas others 
long for New England, with its more human scale. Un- 
questionably, migration can put a hyphen or an exclama- 
tion mark into one’s loyalties. 

(7) An even more marked effect of the uprooting, 
the social detachment, and the obvious accent on individ- 
ualism is the loneliness that it brings. Americans, say our 
French observers, are lonely and bored. "Which of us is not 
forever a stranger and alone?” asked Thomas Wolfe. "Lone- 
liness is stamped on the American face; it rises like an 
exhalation from the American landscape” (Van Wyck 
Brooks). The paradigmatic American, according to some 
critics, has been Ishmael the outcast, or Adam the lonely 
man. Detached from time and place, and insubmissive to 
circumstance, he comes alive, says Thornton Wilder, only 
in action. But being lonely and insecure, he feels the need 
for reassurance profoundly, and almost desperately wants to 
be liked. On voyages abroad, only the most parboiled tour- 
ists, or the sudden millionaires, don’t care whetlier they 
are liked. Again, much of our foreign policy seems to re- 
flect our loneliness and psychological insecurity. Typi- 
cally, we help the backward and the disadvantaged to 
stand on their own feet, and to become democratic and 
prosperous like ourselves. In return for which we seem to 
liave a great yearning not to be feared but to be loved, 
(8) Mobility and loneliness have also, as noted in 
chapter 7, helped develop in our ever-changing society 
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Amt W K.t tlcpp<Tt ta 

imr jvoilnr coriljalil\ \ulh iJranj^m iJir iniUrlWw 't»j 
ti»Jn llir r< itl) and somtniha! sJnlbu prrj^arjonuirn 
tin j iirirr p<T5omhl\ 

(9) Amrncins irc J)OX^!/iiP ^cs Dul mr 
mnrr<Au!\ lo Jlnngt rs or i>ou icquatnfanprs Amrnr»n\ 
nr( rm»\ md apijrr^si\c nml ft«orti\r‘^ So thr\ ji\ llul 
do»\ (MU iJirou onr5 ucrghl around lo imprrii I 
fricndj’ Not too oflrn Ilalhrr we have InnjrtJ to mo^r 
among sinngt rs and rxpoct to Iw* iccrptPt! l>ul irr |mt t 
nnlr in^cctirc altout ourselics and tlir rfcrptjon an! ') 
iTi trmplrd to on rrdo the prtfomuncr 

OmNjderation of these list deficiencies ind eiaggen 
lions nmes ns !>r>ond the loncli indisidna! to mother 
ImjXMtmt theme 

1\ 1)2, Migration am! rqwcUd motemrnf infennfv 
erflatn nu^rant chcracii mtirs rnii vtumrtt fy cUtr the 
/Kjfnncr o/t/je sorirty Iftlw ongmilsipnK>tin»mfansdep 
matmn exposure im! imeoints lit<r muses wdl itnu 
eisier ind tsen sfrt ngthcti or Inrdrn (he mover in certain 
amhiljons and atlitndcv Having Irarnnl «}iit it tiVrs to 
Ih 1 self supjxjrting nulividiial md perlnps a *prv>d guv" 
or cof^j>enli»e ci/ir/r; hr m confirrnrtJ m ihe responses of 
t)ie r< idv tnvcler— ind on hiv pvvche the grooves of ar 
lion and l)ie sem of rep iln) displimnmts wiU !>egin I s 
show Among minv rnarhv or sipit of the mofiiJr eiistence 
let ns hit sonic of t!ic most ohv» niv 

(}} Thr hahsi vf ucntJrnnp; T)>r fn! step is tnih 
tlw hirtirst -^nd once on thr road cjmte a /r*v rnners 
imn umfile (o slop 1% it thr rzntrwrnt of ihr advrn'nrr'* 
T1« 1 n e tif i!<n 1 1(\ ^ An addirfi » » to I nirl nm ■* 11 e f rr1 
ingof Iwinghenimetl in lieiltlown al*n ni impriv< i'^! In 
the powing alfaihmmt* ami rrsponvdn! ttr-i ‘ jirmfirT 
ship in 1 srttW comintmilv’ Wliateirr ll r < e % irn or 
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unconscious motives, movement seems to be cumulative 
and habit-forming. Practice makes restless. 

(2) An optimistic faith. Americans are notorious 
around the world for their lunk-headed optimism: an opti- 
mism that the Great Depression only temporarily dimi- 
nished, a confidence that even Vietnam has only partially 
shaken, an assumption of progress that underlies and helps 
explain the very frustrations and protests of the younger 
generation. Of course much of this optimism stems from 
success: from the success of the American political experi- 
ment Irut especially our material success, from the lifting 
of the lower classes of Europe into the American middle 
class, from the conquest of nature and the creation of un- 
precedented affluence, no doubt also from our youthful 
and naive nationalism. Yet it is worth noting that for most 
of those who came here, unless they were desperate or 
driven, it took optimism to move across the Atlantic — and 
such hopeful, future-minded characters kept coming and 
kept coming for three hundred years. Then for each gener- 
ation of immigrants, when the first move succeeded and 
other moves became possible, they had more confidence, 
invested that confidence again, and again drew dividends. 
So there was a reinforcement of faith, a compounding of 
the capital of hope. Even today we believe — ^we almost 
have to believe — that each fresh move will be for the bet- 
ter (unless we are liclplessly addicted, and have got the 
habit of moving so into our blood that we are sick and 
cannot stop). Which is to say that for even a moderately 
mobile and restless society, optimism is an indispensable 
ingredient, 

(3 ) Activwn or accent on action. Moving itself is 
an action, and at destination furtlier action is required if 
the move is to succeed. So in theory, mobility must be the 
enemy of leisure. But for Americans this decision had been 
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indicJlcJ at the \cr) start For cmigralion did not appeal 
10 anstocrals, so thej and their arts of leisure were left 
Wiind and instead came the swarms of >ming workers 
As was pointed out Chesaher and Tocqucsnlle, and as 
has l>ecn noted h) innumeniWc foreign observers since, 
ours has lx^en and remains an almost fcvcnshl) active so* 
act) 

( \ ) Loin of noeflitj, and the psycfioh^j of cfiangc 
Fnough has ahead) been said to suggest the close connec- 
tions lielw een mobilit) and change ^ ct perhaps it is legit- 
imate for an American to remark that we know of no 
other people so in love wnlh diange Is that just possibl) in 
part liccausc other peoples ate tnorc aware of their inher- 
itances, of good things from the past, hence also of the 
destnictivcness of sdiangc and the losses that novcU) for 
novell)*s sake ma) bnng^ Is it that ihc) don't want to 
fiavi to live with too man\ such mutakes, walh loo man) 
accusations of ficlraval or abandonment^ Wlicrcas the 
American can and docs leave his mistakes behind There is 
a careless abandon in hts st)lc, not onl) with his land 
scapes but with his ancestors and with his past For most 
of us change has liccomc almost automatical!) good And 
for our jouih— compared to whom no other )'OungcT gen 
rration was ever so pampered— cvcT)'t}ung must now be 
reformed " that is dunged Onlv a spcaal soaet) , a soci 
etv for whom innovation had become an almost casual 
habit and change an article of belief, could tolerate such 
suggestions 

(o) A parcdariccl coniercatwn I have made this 
argument lieforc liul it wall stand repeating Mov ers are in 
jone thing* astonivhmgK consm*ati\e Emigration means 
d^va^itns one cannot (ale cveT)thing along on the 
Ihr empTfd wigon or b> lra,n or plmc So one 
the powrtnom mmX needed, the henloms most 
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loved, the ideas and customs that are most precious. And 
one clings to these tlirough every possible hardship. In the 
new home, with fewer rivals for attention and care, these 
saved possessions expand into tlie vacuum of the migrants’ 
lives. Especially if they are ideas or beliefs, they become 
almost holy. So there comes to be a concentration of 
loyalty and devotion on a few selected values or rituals or 
possessions — and a great resistance to change in those par- 
ticulars. Thus, quite a few Puritans became more, not less, 
Puritan in migrating;^ and for them visibly the right reli- 
gion, a proper government, and adequate Protestant edu- 
cation or a basic literacy continued to outweigh all the 
arts and sciences. By contrast a far larger number of men, 
who abandoned the tragic but colorful tapestries of their 
European heritage for the sake of economic goods, per- 
sisted in their pursuit of gain: they kept moving and 
moving again to better themselves, and finally concen- 
trated so fanatically on production and consumption that 
the good life came to be defined for them almost exclu- 
sively in material terms, in disregard or even contempt of 
spiritual and intellectual values. Perhaps we must say 
therefore that migration promotes not only tlie simplifica- 
tion of culture but the exaggeration of certain of its ele- 
ments. What one moves for, what one abandons other 
goods for, what one suffers so much for, may even rise to 
the plane of an absolute value: an eternal security in this 
insecure world. 

So emotionally, as well as institutionally, mobility 
will promote changes of balance, and strong fibers of con- 
servatism interlacing the patterns of change. It follows 
tliat ( as Huntington once proposed ) , 

{ 6 ) Note societies, formed hij inigration, will he nar- 
rower and more intense. The loyalties will have been con- 
centrated and deepened. The focus of a greater activity 
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Wht llcppe^ IK Thott Wko Co’ 

«ill I* on fns ri cowls One can detect tins in all the Eng- 
;:rX« one can see it spelled ont pl^y » the 
pfoplmc o( the OH Northwest Icmtones, m the mixed 
I. .1 toned personnel oi scttlement-svitli pioneer {atmers 
anti cattle d:o\cn, hn<l speculators and town boosters, 
pcilitsctans and lawyers, all in quite unusual numbers on 
National Hoad, balanced only b> a few missionanes 
and tcacJicrs. some hell fire preachers \\ith their funda- 
mcnlaUst {ollowcrs, or now and again a utopian prophet 
with hn gathered hand of commumlanans Later on, in 
the Middle West, il seemed enough to have a land office 
and a contthovvse, several churches and a school, a steam- 
(joat tandinc' and a depot, and behold* Civilization was 
rtlahbshed forever m the land Without music and the fme 
arts, wlhoiil litcrafiirc or philosophy, without univcrsitjes 
or professional schools, without museums or hbrancs (un- 
less some dedicated and dauntless enthusiast, some )ohnny 
Appleseed of learning and culture, insisted on bringing 
tliesc w) Tlie concentration on the material and the re- 
ligimisK emotional goods of life (the neglect of the m 
lellfctual and artistic) was there for all to see it meant a 
narrower and more intense society, but plain and shallow, 
witliout cultural depth 

( » ) Long rnigrotjons also seem to oppeal to the 
aanU end fanatics and to create cjtrcme iijpcs Thus the 
wrtj of Mil} T«m wb unbalanced by mwe than its 

gK«C «pb,(cis wiih aeabu, ol optimists with reaction- 

a U ^“"^^nlAsls, occult 
'I If xtics of many binds 


Nnt to close Ibis anaw' 
iMTOgnire that. 


on a note so macabre, let us 
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(8) The contacts and fresh mixtures will be stimu- 
lating, even compelling, to many migrants, and will pro- 
mote many awakenings or changes in the movers value 
system. In addition to his learned responsiveness to nov- 
elty and change, his outward friendliness and affability 
with strangers, his desire to belong, and his acceptance of 
popular opinion, theoretical reflection will suggest many 
possible by-products from the great mix-master experi- 
ence. I single out for emphasis, once more, 

( 9 ) The leveling of status and of values, or the pro- 
motion of egalitarianism, not only among men but among 
ideas. Here the peopling of the American West seems to 
have provided the illustration par excellence. In a society 
that was democratic first of all by circumstance — ^where 
the settlers were strangers to each other; where there were 
no pedigrees, no estates, and no family reputations to re- 
member; where each arrival was on his ovrai, but unknown 
and to be accepted as a fellow citizen; a society where first 
names were a sufiicient identification — ^in our democracy 
of circumstance, the experience of equal treatment seems 
also to have generated or reinforced a belief in equality as 
a political and social good. In due course the town would 
have its rich men and its poor, its judges and its senators 
and its drunks. But the spirit of egalitarianism, the refusal 
to acknoxvledge superiority, the dislike of arrogance or 
condescension, would persist. “Who does he think he is?” 
we hear the American say. 



The M-T actor 
in American History — 

The shaping of cliaractcr and 
the promotion of cliangc 

U i< time now to rctom to tlic question with wliich \vc 
Is there an) siicli thing as “national diaractt.r'*? In 
partienhr, is there, or has there eser bi^n, an “American 
Character”? Man) cntics question, or even tleii), llie itlea 
Students of Amcncan civilization generall) seem to start 
mit h) tlunVing there must lx: an American Character, But 
tlien the) encounter great difficulties in defining this clnr* 
acter— tliat Is, they find too many different or contrathc'- 
Ion types, none of the l>p<*s imlque, all of them appt'aring 
vn tadtuies, a less of tlvem petliaps MostabV 
across the scars Tlie result^ Hsen conscientious scholars 
are dnsen to d< spur, and mans decide that Amcncan so* 
ttet) Is neither cxinsistenl nor onginal nor cornpUtels 
diflerriit On lop of that vse seem to lx* forever changing 
TlirrrfofT. s\ e hav c no distinctive diameter 
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NW such a judgment, I submit, may be just a little 
foolish. For theoretically it isn’t scientific, and practically 
it doesn’t make sense. Theoretically, is it not a poor kind of 
science which says that, because you and I cannot wholly 
know a thing or exactly define it, it doesn’t exist? Just be- 
cause we cannot scientifically define Americanism would 
seem a quite insufficient reason for ignoring its existence, 
Wlial has not existed, ratlier, may be that intuition of 
causes, that exact grasp of detail, that art of proportion, 
that science of social structure, which will enable us to 
say; this is, in a sum total way, different, sui generis, pe- 
culiar. After all, a combination does not have to be unique 
in all its elements, or even in a single one of these ele- 
ments, to be different in sum total. I will assert that theo- 
retically there may be an American Character, even 
though that character may have been composed of famil- 
iar elements, even though it is only the proportions which 
have been different, even though the resulting society may 
be mixed, contradictory, pluralistic, unjelled. The very in- 
determinism of a society may be a distinguishing mark. 
Theoretically, I see no barrier to believing that an Ameri- 
can Character may exist. 

On the contrary, on the grounds of common sense, I 
see many reasons to believe that there is and has been an 
American Character, for one thing because the most intel- 
ligent thinkers and observers have thought so, and have 
kept on thinking so, across the years. These observers may 
have differed in the labels they attached to us, they may 
have argued about the causes of our American peculiari- 
ties, but every one of them has thought that the Americans 
are a little odd in their psychology, and a little different in 
their social institutions. Crevccoeur went so far as to call 
the American a “New Man,” And he defined this new man 
as the Western Pilgrim: “He is an American who leaves 
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Wuml lus ancient prejudices and manners ” But sshates er 
the (hrniuon from Croccocur to TocqucviUe to Andre 
Siecfnetl from DicVcns to Bocc to Denis Brogan Irom 
I kl*et to KcNScrling or Rolicil Jungk tlic most OiougnUm 
cimnientntors ln\c asserted tKal iHere is and has been 
(ind dis wiU contmuL to he) an Amencan Character 
\Mnt caused this Americanism to emerge? Alan) 
dungs no doubt fir too many c\cn to list Andirncanto 
foCTts our ittcntion on a single cxlmordimr) peculmity of 
our crpcricncc the migration factor in our histor) , our ex 
mine mohilit) Act before \sc return to Tlic Moving 
American let us recall sotnc classic interpretations wbicb 
!ta\e cscrciscd i strong influence on the \%Tiling of Amen 
cm hfitorj , and on our (hmiing about America generally 
Ifou ire Americans different? In the beginning was 
llie \Sord and the Word had it that wc Here a Chosen 
Teople a seed sifted out of the populations of Europe, a 
tommiinitj of saints destined to create a belter society on 
tluscirth LiU the isnehtes of old u e n ere a people im 
dcr dnine commind As \%g sang in the old hymn O 
Cfxl Ixneath TIi) guidmg hand our exiled fathers crossed 
the sea’* 


After olxuit 150 )car 5 there succeeded to this biblical 
inteqirctation the thought that if \\c xverc not always 
trorc hol>, Mc were at least more free As an independent 
nation our dcstin) was to bnng libert), self go\cmment 
tepublmimm liic art of federal decentralization to the 
luoenr of oppressed minhmd So to the religious mission 
there succeeded i political mission-w Inch was what 
A Vns de Toetjucs die came to slwdy 

^mI, llw iwgmnmg also there had a!«a)s been an 
eeoeom,e min, on Amenca ss-« El Dorado the golden op 
pmlonils the coimtrs ot get nch quid the land of the 
tecond chance the asjlom for the povert) stnclen So as 
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foreign and native observers alike commented, America 
was (1) the land of goodness, (2) the land of liberty, 
and (3) the land of plenty. 

For a long while these three national myths satisfied. 
Toward the end of the nineteenth century, however, there 
emerged a series of more sophisticated, or “scientific,” ex- 
planations, and, in particular, one which has exercised 
enormous influence. What was it changed Europeans into 
Americans? 

For historians of the past generation, the frontier hy- 
pothesis of Frederick Jackson Turner supplied the classic 
answer. It was the frontier experience which made us 
different. That is, it was our struggle with the wilder- 
ness — it was exploiting the vast free lands of the interior 
— it was freeing ourselves from the past, “breaking the 
cake of custom,” leaving behind the fetters of settled soci- 
ety and the refinements of civilization to start over again 
in the woods — ^it was the lonely pioneers chopping out 
clearings on the road westward — it was getting together 
with other pioneers to rebuild a simpler, freer society — ^it 
was pulling up stakes and repeating the process — it was 
moving and moving again until in 1890 the free land and 
the West were all used up. On the frontier, said Turner, 
.society became atomic, individualism flourished, democ- 
racy was generated, national legislation was encouraged. 
The opportunities of the West also opened a gate of es- 
cape for the oppressed of the East, and so contributed to 
the democratization and Americanization of the seaboard. 
And the frontier transformed personal character. As Tur- 
ner phrased it; 

That coar.scncss and stxcnglli combined with acuteness 
and inqui.sitivcnc.s.s; tliat practical, inventive turn of mind, 
quick to find expedients; that masterful grasp of material 
thing.s, lacking m the artistic but powerful to effect great 
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cape for the oppressed of the East, and so contributed to 
the democratization and Americanization of the seaboard. 
And the frontier transformed personal character. As Tur- 
ner phrased it: 

That coarseness and strengtli combined with acuteness 
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and kept on moving even more enthusiastically when the 
frontier closed 

In retrospect, Frederick Jackson Turner may be seen 
as a great poet historian, who more than half sensed the 
power that was in migrahon, but then imprisoned this 
giant in the rough homespun of the vanishing pioneers So 
we of a later generation must once again return to the 
great question What has made and still makes Europeans 
into restless Americans? 

I believe it was and is primarily the M-Factor the 
factor of movement, migration, mobibty And I propose 
now to restate, as bnefly and cogently as I can, the argu- 
ment of the preceding chapters 

Motion Means Change 

My basic proposition is obvious, and is drawn straight 
from the ‘ Laws of Migrability” or probabilities of motion 
Motion means change So the Europeans who moved 
would inevitably difiet from those who stayed home 

Why should motion cause change? Theoretically, as 
we have seen, there are three chief reasons First, because 
institutions do not move easily Second, because migrants 
are not average people And in the third place, because of 
the exposure to new circumstances to the accidents and 
hardships and encounters of the journey, and to the new 
geography and the strange society at destmation Move- 
ment means exposure, and successive exposures lead to 
unexpected transformations We should note as well 
that the addition or subtraction of the movers has notice 
able consequences for (he receiving and the parent so 
cieties 

At this point many interpreters will certainly wish to 
object, and it would be well to state and try to meet their 
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objections. Each will have his preferred causes, either at 
point of origin or — more surely — at destination. The larg- 
est and most vocal group, one may anticipate, will be the 
environmentalists. Americans generally prefer the envi- 
ronmental explanations: man is ever}^\'here much alike 
and only his circumstances differ. Crudely stated, the en- 
vironment causes and can cure human ills — there is no 
such thing as an autonomous man — the ghetto makes the 
criminal — prosperity brings happiness — ^we arc different 
because this- land made us different — ^it was the North 
American continent that converted Europeans into a free, 
prosperous, democratic society. America made us into 
Americans. 

Oddly enough, America didn’t do that for the aborig- 
ines, or for the Spanish who preceded or the French who 
rivaled the English settlers. America also allowed (cre- 
ated?) chattel slavery on the same soil. In Tumerian 
terms, were all our frontiers alike, from New England to 
the Great Plains and from the bayou country to the deserts 
of Arizona? Yet if tliey weren’t geographically alike, how 
could they have made and kept us so consistently differ- 
ent? Wasn’t it perhaps a process rather than a place, and 
mov^eincnt that counted rather than free land? In my judg- 
ment, the physical influence of the land has been grossly 
exaggerated. Geographic determinism is an old Greek idea 
which has led a precarious existence but survived because 
it contained some measures of truth; basically it recog- 
nized that nature is limiting, and that men are lazy, hence 
inclined to take the paths of least resistance. In modern 
terms, some continents offer more opportunities or more 
difficulties than others. But to claim that they make na- 
tional character is to put too much pressure into that fatal 
balloon. Let us clearly acknowledge the importance of At- 
lantic distances and the savage wilderness in colonial 
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days then the invitations to dispersion and exploitabvc 
farming in the virgin spaces of the Mississippi Valley, and 
all the power and wealth we have managed to draw from 
our mineral discoveries in the last 120 years Out of a com 
bination of accidents economic ambitions cultural inven 
tions and physical resources vvc have mdeed made our 
selves into a "people of plenty ” But as Tocqueville asl^ed 
long ago why are Amencans so uneasy and restless in 
their pursuit of gam and so unsatisfied in their prosperity^ 
Could they have overestimated their continent? Were 
they perhaps looking for something clse^ 

A second major objection to the importance of the 
\f Factor will come from the opposite end of the spectrum 
from the biological determinists or the histoncal geneti 
cists who behev c that the mhcntance counts for more than 
Amencans will admit It may be argued for example that 
most of the American Character was made in Europe or 
that migrations are often the result or the symptom of 
changes that have already taken place in the parent soci 
et) And with such suggestions I have considerable S)m 
pathy On the one hand some immigrants were so obsti 
nate in their Inbal ways that they were Amcncamzed only 
long after they got here (have the Amish succumbed 
yet?) On the other not a few Amencan ty’pes hke the 
Puritan and the businessman had alreadv appeared in six 
teenth century Europe * So migration served both as pro 
logue and as epilogue it has been the means of change 
and the effect of change as w ell as the cause 

Yet no movement of people or institutions however 
started or motivated can lake place witliout further alter 
ations For migration selects special types for mov mg it 
subjects them to excephonal strains on the journey and it 
dien compels them to rebuild with liberty to choose or 
refuse from the mail-order catalogue of western expen 
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ence. On top of all that, repeated movements, such as we 
in our country have known, seem to have a cumulative or 
progressive effect. 

The Breadth of Change 

What parts of a civilization, what elements in a society, 

' does the M-Factor attack? Apparently, all parts. Follow- 
ing Ellsworth Huntington, who came to see in migration a 
Darwinian selective force so strong that it affected the 
stock and temperament of a people as well as its culture, I 
am prepared to think that — ^for selective and for other rea- 
sons as well — movement changes the physical population, 
the institutions and group structures, the social habits and 
traditions, the personal character and attitudes of the mi- 
grants. 

Argument has already been offered that movement 
has shaken or reshaped the American family, the Ameri- 
can home, the transplanted English village and town, our 
cities with their slums and their suburbs, the laws and 
taxes and welfare program-s of the states, the federal Con- 
stitution, and some of the operating principles of our na- 
tional government. Again, the relation of mobility and dis- 
persion to early religious toleration, disestablishment, and 
excessive sectarianism has been suggested ( as has a possi- 
ble connection between the later recirculation of believers 
and recent efforts at church reunion, or the ecumenical 
urge). 

When we glanced at the American economy, what 
did we find? An economy in which transportation has 
loomed extraordinarily large — ^witness the railroads, the 
automobile age, and the airplane industry of today — 
witness also in our myths how prairie schooners and pony 
express, paddlewheelers and tlie long whistle of the trains. 
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Ford cars and the Spint of Si Louts have entered into 
the folklore of our people 

The wheels are singing to the railroad track 
If >ou go, jou can’t come back 
Hear the whistle blow ♦ 

Cop^Tight 1951 by HjH and Range Songs Inc Elvis Presley 
Music Inc and Gladj-s Music Inc All rights administered 
by Hil] and Range Songs Inc Used by Permission 

For Americans it has been said, the automobile restates a 
national principle since after all, the settler was the first 
auto-mobile More soberly without unusual mobility, one 
can see no economic United States, without uprooted 
farmers, no sweeping westward movement, without a very 
mobile labor supply no rapid industrialization without 
mobile consumers finally only a much delated national 
market 

So perhaps enough evidence has already been given 
on the pervasive influence of our footloose condition^ 
Notwithstanding I w’lll permit myself just a few addi 
tionai reminders m the shape of some familiar and even 
commonplace facts about the American population 

The American population^ It was formed and re 
formed by migration To begin with vve were all immi 
grants Moreover because the Atlantic was open people 
from many lands and nations came to these shores until vve 
were the leading conglomerate of the West a Rainbow Di 
vision of Europe Political scientists have called us a plural 
istic societ) Sociologists find culture conflicts endemic 
(And can vve not almost feel the submerged ethnic culture 
flows now rising to the surface of our national hfe^ ) 

Again because the migrants did not all come at once 
but in intermittent surges and because in free movements 
the later comers as strangers are handicapped and must^ 
enter the lower levels of their class and occupation, th^ 
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ence. On top of all that, repeated movements, such as we 
in our country have known, seem to have a cumulative or 
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' does the M-Factor attack? Apparently, all parts. Follow- 
ing Ellsworth Huntington, who came to see in migration a 
Darwinian selective force so strong that it affected the 
stock and temperament of a people as well as its culture, I 
am prepared to think that — ^for selective and for other rea- 
sons as well — movement changes the physical population, 
the institutions and group structures, the social habits and 
traditions, the personal character and attitudes of the mi- 
grants. 

Argument has already been offered that movement 
has shaken or reshaped the American family, the Ameri- 
can home, the transplanted English village and town, our 
cities with their slums and their suburbs, the laws and 
taxes and welfare programs of the states, the federal Con- 
stitution, and some of the operating principles of our na- 
tional government. Again, the relation of mobility and dis- 
persion to early religious toleration, disestablishment, and 
excessive sectarianism has been suggested (as has a possi- 
ble connection between the later recirculation of believers 
and recent efforts at church reunion, or the ecumenical 
urge). 

When we glanced at the Ameriean economy, what 
did we find? An economy in which transportation has 
loomed extraordinarily large — ^\vitness the railroads, the 
automobile age, and the airplane industry of today — 
witness also in our myths how prairie schooners and pony 
e.xprcss, paddlewheelers and die long whistle of the trains. 
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Ford cars and the Spml oj St U«is have entered into 
the folMoteoE our people 

The ^vheeIs are siogmg to the railroad track 
If you go you can't come back 
flear the whistle blow* 

CopvTiehl 1951 by HiH and Range Songs, Inc , Elvis Presley 
X/iTsIc Inc and Gladys Music, Inc All nghts administered 
by Hill and Range Songs Inc UsedbyPenrassion 


For Amencans it has been said, the automobile restates a 
national pnnciple since, alter all, the settler was the first 
auto mobile \iore soberly svithout unusual mobility, one 
can see no economic United States, uithout uprooted 
farmers, no sweeping westward movement, without a very 
mobile labor supply no rapid mdustnahzation, without 
mobile consumers finally only a much delayed national 
market 


So perhaps enough evidence has already been given 
on the pervasive influence of our footloose condition? 
Notwithstanding I will pennit myself just a few addi 
tional reminders in the shape of some famihar and even 
commonplace facts about the Amencan population 

The American population^ It was formed and re 
formed b\ migration To begin with we were all immi 
grants Moreover because the Atlantic was open people 
from mans lands and nations came to these shores, until w e 
were the leading conglomerate of the West a Rainbow Di 


vision of Europe Political scientists have called us a plural 
istic society Sociologsts find culture conflicts endemic 
{And can we not almost feel the submeiged ethnic culture 
flow s now rising to the surface of our national life’ ) 

Again because the migrants did not all come at once 
but in intermittent surges and because in free movements 
the later comers as strangers are handicapped and must 
enter the lover levels of their class and occupation the 
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natives or earlier comers have repeatedly found them- 
selves pushed upstairs, to the more skilled jobs, to the 
managerial posts, to the position of employers and capi- 
talists (see ch. 9). At the same time, moving upstairs was 
difficult, so difficult that the older stock felt it had to cut 
down on tlie number of its own children if it was to gradu- 
ate them into the higher levels of living, so difficult tliat 
the iiext-to-last comers tended to resent the labor competi- 
tion of tlie newcomers and tried to exclude them. Thus the 
Yankees industrialized with tlie aid of other peoples’ chil- 
dren. Meanwhile tliese laboring generations, as tliey ma- 
tured, tried to keep tlie jobs for tliemselves and, whether 
as skilled artisans or later trade union bosses, as Know- 
Nothings in the 1850’s or McCartliyites a century later, 
liccame the strongest champions of immigration restric- 
tion, the most suspicious of new foreigners, the uncom- 
promising 100 percenters. So from 1820 to 1920, what 
ought to have been for the Anglo-American population a 
series of European additions became instead a progressive 
physical substitution. And after 1920, the freedom to im- 
migrate was shut off by the votes of tlie very groups which 
had benefited from it earlier. But why did not and has not 
this stcpladdcr movement of infiltration produced a strat- 
ified, hierarcliical, skyscraper society? The answer is again 
the M-Factor, but this time internal migration. Inside, the 
freedom to move remained, and a man could get out of his 
cellar in town by building a one-story cabin upcountry, or 
he could comt off his eroded acres into Chicago, where 
the lising buildings and professions had elevators in them. 

If wo turn from questions of nationality and occupa- 
tional opportunity to the age and sex characteristics of our 
population, we find that here, too, the M-Factor has left 
deep marks. For three hundred years, or at least until the 
Great Depression, we were a young countrv. We bnn«:^of1 
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of it Foreigners rarely failed to mention the childlike in- 
nocence, tlie boyish enthusiasm, the youthful drive and 
bustle and activity-for-activitys sake of these strange 
Americans The youth of America, quipped Oscar Wilde, 
IS Its oldest tradition And perhaps we ere guilty of a cer- 
tain “shortage of adults ” At least the demographers have 
proved that our Constitution was made for adolescents— 
as late as 1820 the median age of the population was only 
sixteen years, and it was not until well into the twentietli 
century that the median soared above twenty-five That is, 
it was only after preventive medicine had started to pro- 
long the lives of the infirm, and immigration restriction 
had cut down on the annual influx of young bachelois and 
)oung mariieds, that we first really began to feel middle- 
aged How did the M-Factor figure m this? Quite simply 
and powerfully For students of migration have rediscov- 
ered the fact that it is overwhelmingly the young, between 
the ages of fifteen and twerty-five, who move — and m the 
first Males or pioneer phases, it is primarily the young 
men The frontiers, whether of farm or factory, start em 
phaticallymale {“Oh Susannah, oh don’t you cry for mc^”) 
Yet the men were not to have it all their own way, for 
the \1 Factor can give things a sardonic twist Migration 
has perennially represented rebellion against past tyran- 
nies or authonties, against the father no less than against 
the lord or priest, against the husband no less than against 
the father Thus, after the first settlements had been estab- 
lished, the open spaces and open opportunities of this 
country just invited the younger generation to leave home 
and stake out on their own, and the able young men ac- 
cepted the invitation Even today it is the rare son of abil- 
who does not insist on leaving the town where he was 
bom to try to make his way m a larger world Meanwhile 
the pioneer women, being scarce as well as weak; found 
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that they had inadvertently acquired a scarcity value. For 
them, as well as for the children, migration meant progres- 
sive emancipation — an emancipation eventually crowned 
by woman suffrage, Mother's Day, and much symbolic 
statuary. Thus, as our lonely forefathers pushed relent- 
lessly westward, and the idea of equality came galloping 
up behind, the Pioneer Mother replaced the Pilgrim Father 
on the sculptors pedestal in the town square, (It may be 
argued that in some spheres, e.g., the universities and 
business corporation.s, the equalizations have not gone 
nearly far enough. Yet one may recall also the increasingly 
querulous complaints of our English and continental 
friends that we have turned into a woman-run and child- 
dominated subcivilization. ) 

But enough of such illustrations. 

Let us now proceed to a.sk, on a more .systematic 
basis, how, just how, have migration and movement acted 
to convert Europeans into something rieh and strange? 
For answers we could go back to the "Laws of Migrabil- 
ity" and of "Move Effect.” But I prefer to draw from both 
theory and experience a vision or condeased statement of 
the ten imperatives of motion. 


The Systematic Promotion of Change 

Considering the matter very broadly, I propose that the 
M-Faclor lias been ( turn by turn or even all at once) : ( 1 ) 
the great Eliminator; (2) the persistent Distorter; (3) an 
arch-Conservator; (4) an almost irresistible Disintegrator 
or Atomizer; (.5) a heart stimulant or Energizer; and (6) 
the prime source of Optimism in the American atmosphere, 
a never-failing ozone of hope. Also (7) the Secularizer and 
Exlernalizer of our beliefs; (8) the indispensable Lubrica- 
tor of our political economy; and (9) the Equalizer and 
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Democralizer and Homogeniizcr of social life Finally ( 10) 
the M Factor has put its brand on the American Charac- 
ter, and has been responsible to a degree not >et appreci 
ated for many of the strengths and wealoiesscs, pecuhan 
ties and contradictions, irrationalities and emotionalisms 
that our \vnters have found and are still finding in the 
lonely American No doubt, careful reflection will suggest 
still other ways m which migration has shahen its Euro- 
pean ingredients into new patterns But let us consider 
merely these ten, with just a hint or two of historical testi- 
mony by way of illumination 

Migration was the great Eliminator^ Nothing could 
be plamer In theory, you can't take everything with you 
when you move Some goods arc too bulky or delicate to 
be put on ship, some household possessions w ill fall out of 
the covered wagon Again, m a free migration, not all ele- 
ments in a society will wish to move, the dregs will be too 
spiritless and impovenshod to emigrate unaided, the ml 
mg classes entirely too successful and satisfied Check this 
theory against our Anglo American history and what do 
vve find? In the early colonization there came out of Eng- 
land the rising middle classes, with some admixture of the 
lowest elements, but vv ith only a few anstocratic leaders 
Ours started, therefore, as a decapitated society,* virtu- 
ally without nobles or bishops, judges or learned lawyers, 
artists, playwrights, or great poets Taking a hopeful view, 
a student of mine once maintained that settlement trans- 
fened the accent from “nobility to ‘abihty ’ Considering 
the transfer culturally, however, one must recognize a 
tragic impoverishment * * Despite all our gams of good 


* "nie reader may want to re/er again to ch 1 where this point and 
the nest tw o are developed 

V Importance of the Absence of Thmos” according to 

\ C Vann VVo<^ward tCVVV to GWP Feb 19 1960). has been 
mstoncally a favorite means of establishing national identity The classic 
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ness or plenty or freedom, the men of the highest attain- 
ments and greatest skills have stayed home — and vy'ith 
them their arts and refinements, their leisure-class culture. 
The same process of abandonment, of flight from the elite 
and their standards, would be discernible later in the set- 
tlement of the West. Axiomatically, the fine arts, the theo- 
retical sciences, the most advanced tools and machinery, 
are not found or produced on moving frontiers. Like war 
or fire or inflation, migration has been a great destroyer of 
inherited treasure. 

At first glance such destruction may seem only tem- 
porary, to be replaced “when we have time.” Yet mean- 
while some elements are missing, the balance is changed, 
the old society has been distorted — and before long one 
may get reconciled to doing without. On top of this, the 
M-Factor has promoted Distortion in an even more drastic 
way. For moving forces the reclassification of values. 
Why? Because the land of destination attracts more 
strongly for one or two presumed goods than for the others 
(as for economic opportunity perhaps, or political free- 
dom, or the right to worship in one’s own way). So if a 
family is to go, they have to believe, or persuade them- 
selves, that the particular goods to be realized are more 


cxnmplc, I suppose, and incidentally a turning point in American attitude 
toward the absences,' would probably be the passage from Henry lames’ 
Hatvthornc . . . 

No State, in the European sense of the word, and indeed barely a 
specific national name. No sovereign, no court, no personal loyalty, no 
aristocracy, no church, no clergy, no army, no diplomatic service, no 
country gentlemen, no palaces, no castlc.s, nor manors, nor old country 
houses, nor parsonages, nor thatched cottages, nor ivied ruins . . . 
no Oxford, nor Eton, nor Harrow ... no Epsom, nor Ascot! 

And then the observation, 'if these things arc left out, everything is left 
out. James would make a slender basis for a turning point. And long 
after ns well as before him 'tbe absences’ constituted almost exclusively 
a national rcsers’oir of complacency instead of a cause of lament.” 
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important to them than all the other social goods, which 
may be diminished or even left behind altogether If simi- 
lar movements are made by later generations for like rea- 
sons, then these cherished values may rise almost to the 
status of holy commandments or natural nghts, and in the 
nineteenth century become the polar magnets in a new 
value system By ehmination and wilful distortion, a mov- 
ing people becomes a narrower society thinner and shal- 
lower, yet m some things much more intense 

This calls attention to a third and almost paradoxical 
characteristic of migration its Conservaitsm People 
moved to save as well as to improve But when they found 
they couldn’t take everything with them, then a curious 
thing often happened They came to value even more 
highly what they had succeeded in preserving Having 
suffered such privations, having sacrificed so many other 
possessions, they clung to what was saved with a fiercer 
passion Witness the Puritans with their Wilderness Zion, 
the Monnons under Bngham Young, or even Turner’s 
leapfrogging pioneers For these last, as for so many 
others, it had become easier to move than to change their 
vocation, their habits, their antiquated methods To put 
this bluntly, for them the cheap lands of the West made it 
easier to keep on with their soil mining and strip farming 
and possible to avoid such painful changes as learning a 
proper care of the land or the new crop rotation of the 
advanced parts of Europe and the East So for the Ameri- 
can fanuet — or agriculturally speaking — the westward 
movement became the great postponement of American 
historj They profited personally, but it was a postpone 
ment nonetheless Migration, I suggest, may be a way of 
promoting change — and of avoiding it, too Flight can be 
an escape from the future as well as from the past 

The M Factor, we must next reahze, was an almost 


245 



THE MOVING AMERICAN 


irresistible Disintegrator or Atomizer. Few authoritarian 
institutions from Europe could stand the strain of Atlantic 
distances or the explosion of American space. So either 
they decentralized or they died. Thus, migration splin- 
tered the European university into a scattering of lonely 
colleges, and with continued movement we got the habit 
of college founding. So my own institution, through the 
efforts of its migrating graduates, became a mother of col- 
leges a full century before it could accumulate enougli 
substance in New Haven to rival the great foundations of 
Europe. Let me also illustrate, once again, by the early 
church. In Virginia the episcopal organization proved so 
little suited to the far-flung tobacco plantations that the 
Cliurch of England almost withered away, whereas in 
New England the Puritan branch of the same church de- 
veloped a localized or congregational organization, and 
flourished. Then two odd and rather contradictory things 
happened. Having abandoned their episcopal hierarchy 
and deference fb central authority, the Protestant denomi- 
nations splintered and splintered again. They exploded 
into empty space. They achieved mobility but, as religious 
institutions, at the cost of shrinking down to the sectarian 
or almost atomic level. By contrast, the Roman Catholics 
miuiaged to resist disintegration. For when the Iri.sh immi- 
gration poured life and vigor into American Catholicism, 
the hierarchy, intuitively recognizing that moving out on 
the lands might cripple the church as well as weaken the 
individuals faith, did their best to hold the new arrivals in 
the seaport towns, at least until some interior communities 
could be effectiv'cly churched. So the ecclesiastical struc- 
ture was saved, but at a .sacrifice of mobility. Ultimately, I 
believe, it will be found that our Catholics have moved 
less often, less widely, and less soon than their Protestant 
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neighbors, hence have missed certain corrosive acids and 
opportunities in the M-Factor 

One of these opportunities, of course, was to stand on 
jour own feet, to make your own way, and if need be to 
move again In our expanding settlements the arm of the 
state (like the authority of the bishops) shriveled, and a 
kind of physical tndtctdualtsm sprouted On the trail, soci- 
ety tended to break down into chance parties of moving 
families or individuals And at the destination everything 
was to be reconstructed It took energy and courage to 
move, and more energy to make the move succeed Hence, 
Migration was a great Stimulus to action — and when 
such action repealedlj succeeded (or, as we may say, 
‘worked’), then perhaps the beginnings of a habit of ac- 
tion had been established, both for oneself and for one’s 
neighbor The American reputation for self-help and 
neighborly helpfulness, for physical individualism and 
constructive energy, for restless activity and almost cease- 
less activism, surely needs no underlining 

Migration was not only the Destroyer, Distorter, 
Conservator, Atomizer, and Energizer of western society, 
but Us most effectiNe ‘'Optimizer” First of all, out of the 
welter of Old V/orld classes and temperaments it selected 
the up and coming and the hopeful Pessimists didn’t 
bother, you had to be an optimist to move Next, it re- 
quired sacrifice and wailing, and so captured manj belie\ 
ers, the men of faith Finally, it rewarded the successful 
— and those who weren’t lucky were given a second try 
America the Golden ^vas the land of the second chance 
And from failure it offered a full timetable of escapes ° 

I realize that it is customarj' at this point to do a ritu- 
alistic dance around the statue of the golden calf arid 
credit our optimism or success pnmanly to the sheer 
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wealth of the continent. But if we did be.come a “people of 
plenty,” and if that plenty left its mark even on the size of 
our automobiles, let us not forget that the beginnings were 
almost invariably hard, and what tlie land long offered 
most of was tough places and violent weather. What kind of 
plenty was it converted the gravel patch of New England 
into smiling farms? Lots of hard work, I should say, and 
plenty of faith. Again, who but a lunk-headed optimist 
would grow wheat in western Kansas? Or who in his right 
mind would go settle in Dakota Territory? No. The Black 
Hills gold and tlie U.S. farm bounties, these bonanzas 
were later and almost accidental discoveries. In my book, 
optimism made more states than vice versa. Many a town 
existed first, or only, in the imagination. “Boost, don’t 
knock” has been the slogan of new communities just 
abuilding, and the booster is Mr. Johnny-come-lately. We 
began as migrants, that is, wishful thinkers, and each wave 
of immigration, each boatload from abroad, brought us 
fresh injections of this heart stimulant. For Europe’s poor, 
the freedom to come changed “tomorrow” from a threat 
into a promise. For its men of faith, the act of moving and 
moving again substituted “the future” for "the heavenly 
hereafter.” And witli time, tlie mission of American ideal- 
ists came to be in and for this world. From infant damna- 
tion to the social gospel is but a/long tramp? 

As for the Secularizing and Externalizing influence of 
Mobility, which Pitirim A. Sorokin early explored, I hope 
I may be all6wed to cite his judgments. But first let me 
refer back to what was said in chapter 8 about our 
transient and superficial relations with nature, and with 
things. There it was proposed that in our condition of spa- 
tial restlessness, in our economy of built-in obsolescence, 
in our culture of constant change, we Americans have 
learned to set a high value on what is new and different 
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and spectacular Things keep getting better Change itself 
seems good Yet since no diange is final, necessanly our 
engagement with new things and places, our attachment 
to even the latest machine or labor saving device or rest 
dential community will be limited in depth and duration 
Meanwhile, our judgments of value will be pragmatic 
what works for now will be acceptable for now Ours is 
proverbially a society of spontaneity and improvisation, 
and many of our commitments turn out to be provisional, 
"for the time bemg“ Again, it was proposed that m our 
restless society Americans have had to leam to adjust, to 
accommodate to repeated exposures — perhaps we have 
even become hardened by overexposure 

From his own studies and command of the European 
literature, Sorokin reached a senes of even more decisive 
conclusions Spatial mobility, he said, encourages more 
plasbc and versatile behavior, decreases narrow minded- 
ness, and facilitates innovations It also encourages super 
ficiahty and decreases sensitiveness (otheiwise we would 
go crasy), makes for impatience and touch and go habits, 
generates skepticism and aversion to theory, dnves the 
uneducated to sudden dogmas, diminishes intimacy with 
men and with things, increases loneliness, restlessness, 
sensual pleasures, and suiade Among the broad social 
effects, Sorokin also found it to favor an increase of in 
dividualism followed by a vague cosmopolitanism and col 
lectivism Is it not time we took more account of such 
findings? 

The M-Factor as (he Lubricator of our political econ 
omy seems to me an almost self evident proposition 
Whether we think of it m terms of the liberty to leave 
home (to gel an education, get mamed, or take that first 
job) — or as the opportunity to nse m society (by shifting 
jobs, or taking on new assignments) — or as an automatic 
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wealth of the continent. But if we did be.come a “people of 
plenty,” and if that plenty left its mark even on the size of 
our automobiles, let us not forget that the beginnings were 
almost invariably hard, and what the land long offered 
most of was tough places and violent weather. What Idnd of 
plenty was it converted the gravel patch of New England 
into smiling farms? Lots of hard work, I should say, and 
plenty of faith. Again, who but a lunk-headed optimist 
would grow wheat in western Kansas? Or who in his right 
mind would go settle in Dakota Territory? No, The Black 
Hills gold and the U.S. farm bounties, these bonanzas 
were later and almost accidental discoveries. In my book, 
optimism made more states than vice versa. Many a town 
existed first, or only, in the imagination, “Boost, don’t 
knock” has been the slogan of new communities just 
abuilding, and the booster is Mr, Johnny-come-lately. We 
began as migrants, that is, wishful thinkers, and each wave 
of immigration, each boatload from abroad, brought us 
fresh injections of this heart stimulant. For Europe’s poor, 
the freedom to come changed “tomorrow” from a threat 
into a promise. For its men of faith, the act of moving and 
mo\dng again substituted “the future” for “the heavenly 
hereafter. ’ And with time, the mission of American ideal- 
ists came to be in and for this world. From infant damna- 
tion to the social gospel is but a/long tramp? 

As for the Secularizing and Externalizing influence of 
Mobility, which Pitirim A. Sorokin early explored, I hope 
I may be all6wed to cite his judgments. But first let me 
refer back to what was said in chapter 8 about our 
transient and superficial relations with nature, and \vith 
things. There it was proposed that in our condition of spa- 
tial restlessness, in our economy of built-in obsolescence, 
in our culture of constant change, we Americans have 
learned to set a high value on what is new and different 
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and spectacular Things keep getting better Change itself 
seems good Yet since no change is final, necessarily our 
engagement with new things and places, our attachment 
to even the latest machine or labor-saving device or resi- 
dential community will be hmited m depth and duration 
Meanwhile, our judgments of value will be pragmatic 
what works for now will be acceptable for now Ours is 
proverbially a society of spontaneity and improvisation, 
and many of out commitments tom out to be provisional, 
“for the time bemg ” Again, it was proposed that in our 
restless society Amencans have had to learn to adjust, to 
accommodate to repeated exposures — ^perhaps we hav6 
even become hardened by overexposure 

From his own studies and command of the European 
literature, Sorokin reached a senes of even more decisive 


conclusions Spatial mobility, he said, encourages more 
plastic and versatile behavior, decreases narrow minded- 
ness, and facilitates innovations It also encourages super- 
ficiality and decreases sensitiveness (otherwise we would 
go crazy), makes for impatience and touch and go habits, 
generates skepticism and aversion to theory, drives the 
uneducated to sudden dogmas, diminishes intimacy with 
men and with things, increases lonehness, restlessness, 
sensual pleasures, and suicide Among the broad social 
effects, Sorokin also found it to favor an increase of in 
dvviduahsm followed by a vague cosmopolitanism and col- 
lectivism Is it not time we look more account of such 
findings? 


The M*Faclor as the Lubricator of our poh^ichV econ- 
omy seems to me an almost self evident proposition 
Whether we think of it m terms of the liberty to leave 
home (to get an educaUon. get married, or take that first 
|ob)_or M the opportunity to nse m society (by shifting 
lobs, or taking on new ass.gnments)_or as an mtomatic 
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safety device (the chance to escape or to start over) — or 
as our leading recreation and soul therapy (the joys of 
travel) ; or whether we think in terms of the total economy 
( the freedom to mobilize our resources of manpower and 
skill on a national scale), the M-Factor plays the role of 
lubricant, even fluid drive, in our economy. And psycho- 
logically it does something no less important: it keeps 
hope alive, and so reconciles our twin dogmas of freedom 
and equality. As has been remarked already, it is our per- 
mit to feel both more free and more equal than we other- 
wise could. 

This brings us to the egalitarian effects: to the 
M-Factor s role as the Equalizer, Democratizer, and Ho- 
mogenizer of our social life. And I hope I may be forgiven 
for some emphasis, because these democratic tendencies 
seem to me particularly important, and I have stumbled on 
some odd or even teasing illustrations. 

Here the theoretical argument would be that the 
M-Factors are often democratic in their consequences, first 
because for the lower classes emigration means “getting 
out from under,” the first step on the road up; secondly, 
because the hardships of the journey are no respecters of 
birth (witness the miserable failure of the early “Gentle- 
men” of the Jamestown Colony in Virginia). In the third 
place, and most significantly, the process of resettlement is 
a process of making new mixtures out of a gatliering of 
strangers, eacli witliout authority, credentials, reputation, 
or other priority than that of arrival. In a new community 
(frontier or town), family and past performance hardly 
count. Ever)'one has to make his own mark, and stands 
equal with his fellow strangers. The social competition, as 
it were, starts over, with all the camaraderie and “games- 
manship” of a new catch-as-catch-can. Migration has been 
a great mix-master. And mixtures of anonjnnous elements 
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arc ncccssanly more dcmocralic, at least at first* So mncli 
fordoctnne Now form) itturtralions 

\1) first illustration^ if I maybe allowed the person'll 
reference, comes out of an effort to understand m) own 
imKcrsity How explain Yale College of the 1690s, a col 
lege that pnded Itself on its democracy? U is true tint 
there were occasional Wlnincys, Vanderbilts, McCor 
micks, or Ilarknesscs, with social pretensions and inordi 
natc allowances Yet evidently the game was wide open, 
and on) self help student from no matter how humble a 
haclground or obscure a school had a ch'incc to sliow 
w hat he could do rise to the top, and be the honor mm m 
the Senior Socict) elections, if he had wlnt it took Now 
how was it possible that a college hke Yale, with almost 
two hundred jears of tradition and famil) attachments, 
could sliU offer so fair and square an opportwrwt) to all 
comers? Because kale was, m a sense, an anninll) re- 
newed commiinit), and because its constituents came, not 
just from around New Haven or New England hut from all 
over the country, without pnor knowledge of each other 
or claims to authority It was a skeptical Harvard profes 
sor, European Iwm, who first taught me this Imth Listen 
to George Santayana 

Tlic relations of one Yale student to another are com 
plclcly simple and direct The) are hke passengers m a 
ship Tile) live in a sort of pnrmtise brotherhood 
with a read) enthusiasm for ever) good or bad project, 
and a contagious good Immor 

Nothing could lx? more American Here is 
sound healthy principle, but no scrupulousness love 
of life trust In success a ready jocosencss a democratic 

* Thf homo^rnluUon of ihe »hoW toany of courM" comn bttr 
from tlw dnmtjbon end rrrtrcufatlon of mm, infomiatlon »n<I poodi 
«( nof-Ility fiuO) ewvqum empty space to ihal ih«e n m-atnt not only 
a wtwnil nutlet l.ut natkmat medu and an “At .ninn Way" of 1 fe 
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amiability, and a radiant conviction that there is nothing 
better than oneself. It is a boyish type of character, ear- 
nest and quick in things practical, hasty and frivolous in 
things intellectual, but the boyishness is a healthy one, 
and in a young man, as in a young nation, it is perfection 
to have only the faults of youth.* 

What Yale College and the frontier, and indeed much of 
the rest of America, had in common, Santayana suggests, 
was young Americans in a new mixture. 

If this first illustration comes vrith a strange sound, let 
me hasten to propose my second. It concerns dogs. In 
France, on sabbatical a few years ago, I seemed to run into 
only two kinds of dogs. One was the pampered, pedigreed 
poodle, sitting with his mistress in the restaurants, even 
eating from her plate: the fine flower of canine aristocracy, 
and most grandly indifferent to strangers. The second type 
was nondescript and fierce, the savage watchdog at peas- 
ant doorway or chateau gate, guarding the family domain 
and inherited possessions, les situations acquises. This 
character disliked strangers on sight, and promptly tried 
to chew them up. After one or two close calls with such 
receptionists, I came back to the States — and found dogs 
of all sorts of ancestry, chiefly mixed. But what they 
showed mostly was curiosity, and a sort of friendly expec- 
tancy. Their tails said: “Howdy, stranger.” For they were 
not guarding any particular place. They belonged to trav- 
eling men, and had been around. 

My third illumination, if we can call it that, concerns 
money. Foreigners still accuse us of being excessively 
money-minded, of measuring everything by the almighty 
dollar. Our defenders answer: it’s not the money, it’s the 
power and the achievement. You make a million to prove 
you re a man; then. Like as not, you give it away. After all, 
you can’t lake it with you. 
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such a nation of workers, activists, materialists, instrumen- 
talists? The difference between what Andre Siegfried 
called ‘Tiomo faber" or the American, and “homo sapiens” 
or the European, was it not perhaps that one of these 
characters had been sitting still? 

Whereas we, poor pilgrims, had itching feet. Having 
moved to freedom, we proved unwilling to give up the 
freedom to move. Restless to start with, we became more 
so with repeated displacement. Did we not carry move- 
ment both visibly and audibly toward new extremes, a sort 
of folk obsession? Here today and gone tomorrow. The 
wandering mania has got into our blood, our houses, our 
attention, our very ways of speech. Come on! Get going! 
Don’t be a stick-in-the-mud! I don’t know where I’m going, 
hut I’m on my way. Anywhere I hang my hat is home, 
sweet home, to me. In the revealing American vernacular 
it is impressive to observe how many “goods” are defined 
in terms of movement, and not least the road to success. 
Whereas to stop moving is to fail, to stop breathing, to 
expire. 

Reinforcing the testimony of our vernacular are our 
social habits. Unable to stay put, thrown among fellow 
transients, having newcomers flood in about us, we have 
perforce become hospitable, and genial with strangers. 
Not knowing their ancestry, and caring less, first names 
have been all we needed. Lonely from disassociation we 
keep looking for lodges, or churches, or motor courts we 
can join. Frightened and not quite able to bear our inde- 
pendence, we oscillate between assertiveness and timidity, 
between an almost violent aggression and an almost co%v- 
ardly conformity. Imaginative and suggestible, we are no- 
torious for our fads and our instability. Insecure in our 
values, we have become adept at inventing dogmas to 
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comfort ourselves Not quite sure that our abandonmert 
of the Old World and of the past was justiBed, «e ha^■e 
long been haunted by ambivalent feelings a mixed scc^ 
and guilt complex about the older civilizations of Ecrew 
"It IS a complex fate, being an American, sa*d H'rr* 
James, “and one of the responsibilities it entails is 
against a-superstitious valuation of Euiope “ Rabh ^ 
Emerson, the cheerful nationalist, felt the same “l-sr. 
we neier extract the tapeworm of Europe frer: tbr 
of our countrymen? ’ 

Finally, because migration appealed far crscc *->■ 
sons especially to extremists — to saints sad ez:rrrr .. m 
fundamentalists and freethinkers, to dreergs i=£ '“rasT 
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because Siegfried’s “homo sapiens,” too, is taking to the 
roads? 

I conclude that there may be — ^indeed there has been 
— such a thing as Americanization hy Motion. Motion 
purges a society, marks the characters who have gone 
through its soul-surgery, shakes and thins the institutions, 
delays or accelerates their evolution, intensifies the feel- 
ings, and in these and many other ways unbalances or 
changes the proportions in the moving society. Looking 
backward, we can see that Americans started as Euro- 
peans with a special un-govemment stamp on them. Amer- 
icans were the dissenter Europeans, the disappointed 
Europeans, the ambitious Europeans, the uprooted Euro- 
peans — the outcasts but also the workers and the wishful 
believers. Then on the road they became queerer still: the 
adventurous explorers and lonely pioneers, the shouting 
evangelists and the spreadeagle politicians, the demo- 
cratic sojourners and the hospitable strangers. And if today 
we seem to have more than our share of ruthless operators 
and men-on-the-make, of crusaders and reformers and 
freedom riders, of men of violence and of libertarians, of 
zealots and of pragmatists — ^we should not be surprised. 

It’s been “a long, long trail a-winding into the land of 
our dreams.” And we’ve been impatient. “Fly now and pay 
later” has always been our rule. For at the end of the trail 
which began at Liverpool or Bremen or some Mediterra- 
nean port, which poured through Ellis Island and the Erie 
Canal, which flowed on through Pittsburgh Landing and 
Council Bluffs to the Golden Gate; at the end of that trail, 
we would surely find release or at least a “Welcome 
Wagon”? 

All of which is merely to remind us and to say again 
that the American society with its institutions and its cul- 
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Notes 


1 "'Amencans Ate AUoayt Movmg On 
This essay was onginally published under the title The Moving 
American" in The Yale Reutcio (Copyright 1954 Yale University 
hnnann It W W TOftAcally revised and is repro- 
duced by the kind permission of the editor The reader will nno 
here an overview of the whole subject, with suggestion of the major 
themes and arguments to which body will be given m the chapters 
that follow 

1 AV Knox to Clerk of the Council, Historical hfanuscnpts Com 
mission, Report on' Manuscripts in Various Collections, VI 
(Dublin, 1909), as quoted In M L Hansen and ) B Breb- 
ner, The hUngUng of (he Canadian and Ameucan Peoples (New 
Haven, 1940), p 1 

2 Quoted by J B Brebner m North Atlantia Triangle (New 
Haven. 1945), p 37 

3 Quoted from A D Richardson, Bci/ond ilie Mtsstsstppt, 1867, 
by James C Malm, in “Mohihty and History.' AgncuUmol 
History (October 1943), 17 180 

4 I am indebted to Rosemary Carr Benit for original permission 
to quote these lines from the Prelude to Western Star, pub 
hshed by Rinehart and Company, Inc , Copynght 1943 by 
Stephen V Ben^t Copyn^t renewed 1971 by Rachel Ben4t 
Lewis, Thomas C Ben^t, and Stephanie Ben^t Mabin, permis- 
sionby Holt, Rmebart and Winston 

5 D F Sarmiento. Travels m the United States in 1847;' A Sor 
mtenfo Anthology, trans by S E Gnimmon. ed by A W 
Bunkley (Pnneeton. N J,I948),p 207 

6 Fans of mobdity may be edified and amused by Russell Baker’s 
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“Observer: The National Motion Sickness,” in The New York 
Times, Feb. 16, 1965. 

7. For further statistics from the census and other sources, see 
below, especially chs. 2, 4, and 5. 

8. Leacocks “Children s Poetry Revised,” originally published in 
Harper’s Magazine (July 1927), is reprinted from Wet Wit and 
Dry Humor (New York, 1931) by the kind permission of Dodd, 
Mead and Company. 

9. Oil Facts (November-December 1966), quoting the Bureau 
of Public Roads; 1971 Automobile Facts and Figures, p. 51. 
See also below, ch. 4 on travel. 

10. In chs. 8, 9, and 10, I give these ideas systematic develop- 
ment 

11. “Pioneering may in part be described as the Romantic Move- 
ment in action,” Lewis Mumford, The Golden Day (New York, 
1926), p. 47, For the quotation by Marcus Lee Hansen, see 
his The Atlantic Migration, 1607—1860 (Cambridge, Mass., 
1940), p. 3. 

12. A. M. Schlesinger, “What Then Is The American, This New 
Man?”, American Historical Review (January 1943), XLVIII: 
243. For a challenging interpretation of our “joining” instincts, 
see Rowland Berthoff, An Unsettled People: Social Order and 
Disorder in American History (New York, 1971) — and my com- 
ments in Pacific Historical Review (May 1972), XLI, no. 2, 
236-8. 

13. Charles Dickens, American Notes, last chapter. 

2. Comparative Mobility 

This essay originated as a broadcast on “Mobility” for the Forum 
Branch, Voice of America, U.S. Information Agency, in a 1967 
series on “Comparative History" organized by C. Vann Woodward. 
The theme was given a preliminary airing at the annual meeting 
of the American Historical Association in December 1966. It was 
then rewritten, and published in C. Vann Woodward, ed.. The 
Comparative Approach to American History (New York, 1968). 
I am indebted to the editor for permission to revise and integrate 
this background comparison into my larger study of The Moving 
American. 

1. Eugene Gilbert, president of the Gilbert Youth Research, Inc., 
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“Family Moving? Teeners would rather stay put,“ New Haven 
RegUier, Oct 4, 1964 

2 Those interested in bnngmg these statistical estimates up to 
date should consult 1971 Automobile Facts and Figures, of the 
Automobile Manufacturers Association, Inc , where total motor 
vehicle registrations for 1970 are stated at 90 million passenger 
vehicles and 19 million Iruclcs and buses, with motor vehicle 
travel estimated at 1 125 tnlhon miles For the same year, 1970, 
the Travelers Insurance Company’s Voice Behind the Wheel 
(1971) listed 55.200 persons killed and more than 5 million 
persons injured 

3 Franklin D Scott, “Migrahcwi in the Dynamics of History” (in 
World iUgrathn in Modem Times, ed by Scott, Englewood 
Cliffs, NJ, 1968) Another rather similar classification has 
been suggested by Wilbam Petersen, “A General Typology of 
Migration," in The Politics of Populotiwi (Garden City, N V , 
1964) See also Population (Carden City, N Y , 1969) 

4 PeteRen, op oit, makes an interesting distinction between 
“Forced" and "Impelled” migrations, as m the slave or coohe 
trades 

5 Frank Thistlethwaile, “Migration from Europe Overseas in the 
Nineteenth and Twentieth Centimes, ” Rapports, V, Xle Con- 
gris International des Saenccs hisloriqucs. Parts, 1960 

6 Michael Chevalier, Society, Rfonners, ond Politics in the United 
States (New York, 1961), p 60 See also pp 130, 204-5, 270, 
and 297-9 1 am indebted to John Wilham Ward for calhng 
my attention to Chevalier's observations 

3 “Com’ Some” 

An abbreviated venion of this speculative inquiry was originally 
published by the South Atlantic Quarterly (Autumn 1964), LXIII, 
No 4, and 1 am indebted to the editor for permission to tepnnt 
1 sherJd also like to acknowledge the many additions and embel 
hshments contributed by fnends My colleague, the late distm 
guished histonan David M Potter, first called my attention to 
Crossing the Divide” and other western euphemisms for dying 
Professor Bernard N Shilling of Roclmster provided the quotations 
from Carlyle and President Kennedy And my old classmate Arthur 
MiHiken, retired headmaster of Westminster School, after teasing 
me about taking off *mto the wild Hue yonder," supplied Stephen 
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Vincent Ben^t’s apostrophe to the American (in the Invocation to 
John Browns Body ) : 

Stepchild of every exile from contempt , . 

And all the disavouched, hard-bitten pack 
Shipped overseas to steal a continent 
With neither shirts nor honor to their back. 

1. In the Encyclopedia Americana (1956), as also in Colliers 
Encyclopedia (1955), the article on “Migration” followed im- 
mediately after one on “Migraine,” and began by discussing 
animal migrations of a seasonal or a disaster sort — the Ameri-- 
cana beginning with insects, Crustacea, fishes, mammals, and 
birds, and Colliers treating birds, seals, bats, mule deer, wapiti, 
bison, and lemmings. Neither authority mentioned man. By 
contrast, Eugene Kulischer, in the Encyclopaedia Britannica 
(1957), was quite informative on the history and sociology of 
human (and especially European) migration, but passed over 
the psychological (and American) implications. 

2. The late Basil Davenport gave me: “A rolling stone gathers no 
moss — ^but acquires a beautiftil polish.” He attributed tins 
variant to George Ade, who is quoted in The Permanent Ade, 
ed. by Fred C. Kelly (Indianapolis, 1947): “A rolling stone 
gathers no moss and therefore will not be derided as a moss- 
back. Roll as much as possible.” 

3. Pascal, Pcrisccs, Sec, II, 139. 

4. See Past and Present, Book W; ch. 5, and J. A. Froude, Thomas 
Carlyle, A History of the First Forty Years of His Life, 1795- 
1835 (1882), 1890 ed., 11:26. 

5. Max Sorre, Les Migrations dcs Peoples (Paris, 1955), p. 139. 

4. "Under a Wandering Star” 

This chapter has been revised and considerably e.xpanded from an 

essay under the same title originally published in The Virginia 

Quarterly Review (Autumn 1963), XXXIX, No. 4 (material re- 
printed by permission) . 

1. Automobile Manufacturers Association, Inc., 1971 Automobile 
Facts and Figures, p. 51. 

2. Cf. the Times Literary Supplement review (Nov. 25, 1955) 
of G. D. H. Cole, Studies in Class Structure, and its conclusion 
lliat the leveling up of the working class had “deprived the 
middle class of tw'o conditions xvliich. oerhans more than anv 
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others, conferred upon it a sense of belonging to a privileged 
section of the commumty The first was its reliance on domes 
be servants The second was its monopoly of loDg-distance 
baveh" See also “The Lost Art of Travel,” by Daniel Boorstm 
in his The Image or What Happened to the American Dream? 
(New York, 1962), and note 10, below 

3 The New York Ttmes Magasinc, May 3, 1964 See also The 
New York Times, Jan 26, 1964, and Look (May 1964) For 
the recent developments and stahsbes from Amencan Eitpress, 
I am indebted to hfr Thomas Hanrahan, manager — ^Public 
Belatfons, and to Mr Jess Gregory, manager — Corporate Public 
Affau^ A convenient source for mobib^ stabsbes pnor to 1960 
IS Historical Statistics of the United States, Colonial Tmes to 
1957, 1960 

4 Popuifltion Bulletin (June 1964), Oif Facts (November-De- 
cember 1966), (January-Februaiy 1968), Hal Boyle, "Place to 
Make Hay Is in the City,” New Haven Register, Feb 27, 1967 
The 1970 estimates are from 1971 Automobile Facts and Fig 
ores 

5 In the single year 1969 the number of visitors to our nabonal 
parks, historical and recreation areas would be clocked at an* 
other 156 million (1971 Automobile Facts and Figures, p 51) 

6 F R Dulles, Americans Abroad Two Centuries of European 
Travel (Ann Arbor, Mich , 1964) Dulles points out (p 65) 
that though the flow in those days was a mere tnckle. Amen 
cans going abroad were already complaining of a tounst flood 

7 I have not attempted to review the medical or ficbonal litera- 
ture on "cures,” spas, hot springs, mountain air, or ^vayside 
hospitals A bnef and interesting reminder is Lino Businco, 
“Travel as a Form of Therapy,” (loc^), and "II Riposo e lo 
Svago nel Turismo,” Chnica Europea. Attuahti di Medtano 
(September-October 1964), voL III, no 5 See ako John Baur’s 
“Health Seeker in the Westward Movement,” MiSs Valley 
HwlI Ret) (June 1959) Baur quotes P T Bamum as saying 
of the Coloradans “Two-thirds of them come here to die end 
they can’t do ttF And another observer reported that ‘ in some 
seebons, it was so healthy that a man had to be killed to start 
a burying ground ” 

8 Carl L Biemiller, "Our Wonderful Restlessness, Holiday (July 
1952) By 1967 the Census Bureau estimated that I7i of whole- 
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sale and 24% of retail sales were automotive {1971 Automobile 
Facts and Figures, p. 42) . 

9. Oil Facts (May-June 1968). The same newsletter idenh’fied 
New Hampshire as the most dependent state, with 44.9% of all 
its tax revenues deriving from highway user taxes. For more 
recent tax estimates, see 1971 Automobile Facts and Figures. 
On Vermont as a world crossroads for “transplanted New York- 
ers and other foreigners on a native granite population base,” 
see James Egan, “The Exotic Green Mountains,” Saturday Re- 
view, July 6, 1968. For further discussion of the economics of 
mobility, see also below, ch. 6. 

10. I acknowledge my indebtedness to the most informative and 
entertaining discussion by Daniel Boorsb'n of “The Lost Art of 
Travel,” in his The Image or What Happened to the American 
Dream? (quotations from pp. 91—2 and 110) , witbits appended 
bibliographical guide. Boorstin suggests that the old independ- 
ent and painful art of travel has been changed by democratic 
participation and capitalistic enterprise into a pre-packaged 
tourism: a spectator sport with adventure eliminated, witli the 
attractions artificially presented, and encounters with historic 
places, museums, and monuments organized into so many 
predetermined “pseudo-events.” Ultimately, the sightseer now 
merely verifies Iris own images: “Whether we seek models of 
greatness, or experience elsewhere on the earth, we look into a 
mirror, instead of out of a window, and we see only ourselves” 
(p. 117), The reader will be interested in Rembert W. Patrick, 
“The Mobile Frontier” (Journal of Southern History [February 
1963], XXIX:3-18) with its illuminating analysis of our tour- 
ism to Florida. Sec also the travel arUcles in the Saturday Re- 
view, April 22, 1967, especially George Nelson, “Architecture 
for the New Itinerants.” How deeply all of tliis would have 
offended Dr. Johnson, for whom "the use of travelling is to 
regulate imagination by reality, and instead of thinking how 
things may be, to see them as they are.” Piozzi, Johnsoniana, 
p. 154. 

11. “Fra}m in America: On the Road,” The Observer (London), 
Nov. 20, 1966. 

12, I am indebted to Denis Brogan for gentle reminder on this 
point. The National Safety Council estimates that in hventy- 
fivc years, 1946-70, the U.S. death rate per hundred thousand 
vehicle miles dropped from 11 to 5, 
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13 The mobihly ratios for the young range from 401 up to 80$ 
and then down again The Summary Volume of the 1960 Cen- 
sus calculated that 47% of the total population 5 five years or 
older had moved between April 1955 and April 1960, lc , 55$ 
of those aged 5-9 years, 46$ of those 10-14, 47$ of those 15~ 
19, and 73$ of those 20-29, but only 27$ of the populataon 
aged 75 to 79 In early life the moving ratios tend to be higher 
for mtennediate- and upper income levels, but after age 35 
mobility seems to shift toward the lower mcorae levels as failure 
or waning employabihty forces moves to cheaper neighborhoods 
See the lUuimnaling essays in Iowa Slate University Center for 
Agnculfural and Economic Development, Famdt/ Mobilrty tn 
Our Dynamic Soaety (Ames, Iowa, 1965) For conoboration, 
and statisbcs on the age, sex, occupation, education, and w ealth 
of local and long-distance movers, see ch IS, Tfntemal Migra 
tion and Besidential Mobility,** in Donald J Bogue, The Papula 
tton of the Untied States f Glencoe, 10 , 1939) 

14 Amencan Movers Conference, as reported in Kew Haven Reg 
trier, April 18, 1963 I am mdebted to John WOliam Ward for 
this item One of the larger moviog companies now offers How 
to Buy a Mooe, a step-by'Step moving guide 

15 See the U.S Census I960, Charactensitcs of Population. Sum 
mory Also ifirioncof Statistics of U.S , Colonvd Ttmes to 1957, 
1960, and Statistical Abstract of US , 1970 Valuable analyses 
of the census returns may be found ui Population Reference 
Bureau, Inc , Population Bulletin (esp March 1963, February 
1964, February 1970) 

16 We have not even listed the subways or the superhighway in- 
terests, or the billboard industry, or the giant ofl companies, 
or the state motor vehicle departments, or the potce cruisers, 
or the parking meters, or the suppliers of road metal and as- 
phalt In Its report “17 S Travel — Like 2 MiBion Trips to the 
Kfoon,** Od Facts (November-December 1966) estimated that 
"highway transportation accounts for one out of every six bun 
nesses and one out of every seven jobs in the nahan.” Cf above, 
note 8 

17 Cf U S Bureau of the Census, Stattsttcol Abstract of the United 
States, 1970, pp 667-83 The foBowing estimates are from The 
UeiD Yorli Tunes, March 15, 1954, Herald Tribune, Oct 12, 
1955, New Haven Register, April 18, 1963 
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18. See T. Ljoin Smith, The Sociology of Rural Life (rev. ed.. New 
York, 1947), p. 196. A 1940 Census estimated that the average 
American farm had been in the same hands only twelve years. 

19. Siegfried, op. cit., p. 222. See also pp. 136-7. 

20. The New York Times, Jan. 5, 1971. The figures showed a can- 
cerous growth from about 2500 derelicts in 1960 to 23,386 in 
1964 and 72,961 in 1970. 

21. About the American style(s) of movement, and motion as the 
heartbeat of our cities, there are epics to be composed. Years 
ago I cut out of some magazine a prose paean with photographs 
— "New York: City in Motion. A place that never stops going, 
going — agoing where?” by Harold B. Clark, which captured 
some of the poetry of that immobile yet ceaselessly mobile me- 
tropoh's. In 1963, in his "Sunny Thoughts on the Icy Attitude,” 
Marshall W. Fishwick .wrote: "European history has been de- 
scribed as man’s heroic but tragic search for a ‘closed system.’ 
America has followed another star. She has tried, in Walt Whit- 
man’s words, to ‘take the hinges off the door.’ American history 
is process more than product; the process of motion into and 
out of cities . . . going west and coming east . . . moving up 
and down the social ladder. In Old-World cities, buildings clus- 
ter like sheep, and protect one another against open space. But 
in New York, notes Jean Paul Sartre, ‘Your streets are not sober 
little walks closed in behveen houses, but national highways. 
The moment you set foot in one of them, you understand that 
they go on to Boston or Chicago.’ What is basically ‘American’ 
is the concern with process. . . 

22. H. Gordon Sweet, from his experience with redevelopment in 
New Haven, has both illuminated and corrected my image of 
the slums. 

23. After writing this I came upon: "Life consists in motion; and, 
as far as th;it goes, the United States presents certainly the most 
animated picture of universal bustle and activity of any coun- 
try in the world.” Francis J. Grund, The Americans in Their 
Moral, Social and Political Relations (1837), 11:226 (quoted 
in G. E. Probst, The Happy Republic [New York, 1962], p. 
154). And in 1836 Michael Chevalier penned the same thought: 

If movement and the quick succession of sensations and ideas 
constitute life, here one lives a hundredfold more . . .”, Soci- 
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ely, Manners, and Politics, ed by J William Ward (New YorV, 
1961), p 299 

24 Lyman Bryson, The Drtce Totcard Reason, m the Service of 
a Tree People (Nmv York, 1954), p 75 

25 Steinbeck, Travels tvith Charley, Part I, pp 3, 4, 10, Part II, p 
24 Copyright ® 1961-62 Jo)m Steinbeck All rights reserved 
Fepnnted by permission of The Viking Press, Inc 

26 I borrow this image from Marcus Lee Hansen, The Immigrant 
in Amencon History (Cambridge, Mass , 1948), p 61 Hansen 
saw both the migratory habit and the kind of agnculture as 
responsible “Aversion to neighbors encouraged the impulse 
Every local history tells of the pioneer who departed hastily 
when he learned that another family had settled m the vicinity 
The distant sound of a nfle or the smoke of a camp fire — signs 
betokening the arrival of newcomers — caused him to hurry to 
his cabin, whistle to his dog and be off Even the more sociable 
individual was easily set m motion With so much land to choose 
from, one could never be content with what he happened to 
possess Somewhere was a perfect hundred and sixty acre tract 
the ngbt balance of meadow, arable and forest, a clearer spnng 
a more sheltered spot for his home, more wild game in the 
woods and fewer snakes and crows He heard that condihons 
were better m Ohio, then m Illinois, then in Kansas— and he 
tned them all For forty or sixty years he wandered in the 
wilderness in search of the Canaan that he believed existed “ 

27 Admirers of Tom Wolfe may be reminded of his account of the 
bus Inp and his descnption of the Beautiful People," in The 
Electric Kool Aid Acid Test (New York, 1969) 

28 Alan Jay Lemer, Point Your Wagon (New York, 1952), copy 
nght^ © 1951 by Alan Jay l^mer and Frederick Loewe, 
quoted by permission of Chappell and Co , Inc 

29 See Irving Brown, “The Gypsies in America " Journal of the 
Gypsy Lore Society, 1929, 3rd senes, vol VIII, no 4 pp 145- 
76 

30 1 draw these portraits from an AP dispatch with photographs 
printed in the New Haven Register, Feb 28 1971 (dateline 
North Platte), and from a special dispatch to The New York 
Tittws, Aug 16,1971 
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31. I am relying for this and other shrewd and informative com- 
ments on Barbara Carter, "The Jalopy Nomads,” The Reporter, 
May 7, 1964. She quotes Travelers Aid people on the evident 
“erosion of resources, possessions, self assurance, and even the 
ability to plan. Some of our callers seem all but hypnotized. 

. . .” They move "in an endless trip to nowhere. Children 
grow up in the back seats of cars and never see the inside of a 
schoolroom,” 

32. Some investigators seem to find that, if the statisb'cal samples 
are controlled for sex and age, the incidence of mental instabil- 
ity is as high or higher in the resident population (see Dun- 
ham H. Warren’s review of Mildred B. Kantor’s “Mobility and 
Mental Health” in Milbank Memorial Fund Quarterly [January 
1966], vol. XLIV, no. 1, pp. 122-9). But B. Malzberg and E. S. 
Lee, in Migration in Relation to Mental Disease (Albany, N.Y., 
1956), find higher insanity rates among immigrants. See also 
the 1958 dissertation abstract of J. P. Brantner, “Homeless Men: 
A Psychological and Mental Survey,” in J. J. Mangalam, Human 
Migration (Lexington, Ky., 1968); also H. E. Blair, “Human 
Relations Problems of Migratory Students,” National Associa- 
tion of Secondary School Principals Bulletin (March 1955), 
39:63-70; and L. C. Robins and P. O’Neil, “Mortality, Mobility, 
and Crime: Problem Children Thirty Years Later,” American 
Sociological Review (April 1958), XXIII: 162-71. 

33. This interpretation goes back at least to 1928, when Robert R. 
Park in his "Human Migration and the Marginal Man“ (Ameri- 
can Journal of Sociology, XXXIII, no. 6) called attention to the 

. instability of the “marginal man” between two cultures. His 
emphasis, however, was perhaps more on the challenge to great- 
ness inherent in wandering. 

34. Frayn, “Frayn in America: On the Road.” 

35. For permanent,” see T. S, Matthews, “But Westward, Look!,” 
The American Scholar (Autumn 1964), p. 515. For a French 
view of our contemporary nomadism, see P. and R. Cosset in 
Realites (August 1953), esp. p. 52: “Personne n'hdsite jamais 
dans ce pays — nous I’avons constate cent fois et peut-etre allons- 
nous radoter, excusez-nous-en — a demdnager, pour un oui ou 
un non, famille et possessions dans une autre ville, dans un 
autre Etat, sur une terre ou Ton n’est pas encore serre, ou les 
opportunit^s sont meilleures. Dans le memo esprit, jamais un 
Ami*ricain bien constitue n’hesitera a abattre 2,000 kilometres 
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pour aller respirer lair de la mer si lenvie imp^neuse lui en 
vient soudain Pour cet homme peipetuellement en camp volant 
dans sa maison ultra confortable mats toujours sans fondations, 
on ne salt plus tres bien si le nomadisme est un besom, un 
moyen ou un but 

"On a dit souvent qu’i la base, lAm^ncain est un pionnier 
Cest commode pour 1 interpreter mais bien simpUste 11 est sur 
lout un emigrant perp4tuel, un homme qui n’est d4fimhvement 
chez lui m ici lU ailleurs et encore moms dans les terres epuisees 
et dans les id^es revues C^est un etre disponible, toujours pret 
a prendre la route ” 

S6 Margaret Mead, Male and Female, A Study of the Sexes tn a 
Changing World (New York, 1949), p 353 Longfellow and 
Sandburg are quoted from D Kin, American Maxtms, and 
Crevecoeur s definition is from his classic essay, ‘ What, then, 
IS the American this new Man? , Letters of an American 
Farmer 


5 Be It Ever So Mobile 

This chapter owes much to our poets, our dicbonanes, John Stein 
beck, the contributions of friendly scholars, and some recent litera 
ture on mobile homes 

1 E E Hale to his son, aged 8, May 18, 1873, In E E Hale, Jr , 
The Life and Letters of Edward Everett Hole (Boston, 1917), 
I 5 I owe this quotation to Helen C Boatfield, scholar of Amer 
lean biography, Benjamin Franklin, and the history of Yale 

2 Helen C Boatfield found me this letter of Feb 6, 1917, from 
Arthur T Hadley to Charles B Jennings of New London in 
the Hadley Papers, Yale University, vol 30, p 453 

3 Paul Moor, "On Horseback to Heaven Charles Ives,’ Harper’s 
(September 1947), CXCVII 66 

4 Henry Seidel Canby, The Age of Confidence Life in the Nine 
ties (New York, 1934), p 258 For a moving evocahon of the 
American family of the 1890s, see his American Memoir (Bos 
ton 1947), pp 29-42 

5 Sir Edward Coke, Third Institute, p 162 

6 I am greatly indebted to Earl Hilton, professor of Enghsh at 
Northern Michigan Umversity, for calling my attention to The 
House of the Seven Gables, a Romance (see 1851 ed , pp 194, 
271-5) Hawthorne must have thought a good deal about mo- 
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pour aUer respirer 1 air de la mer $i I’envie imp^euse lui en 
vicnt soudain Pour cct homnic perpetueUemenl en camp volant 
dans sa maison ultra confortable mais ioujoitrs sans fondations, 
on ne sait plus tr^s bien si fe nomadisme est un besom, un 
moyen ou un but 
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Crevecoeur's definition ij from his classic essay, “^Vlia^ then, 
is the American this new Man^, Letters of an Amencan 
Farmer 


S Be It Eter So Mohtle 

This chapter owes much to our poets, our dicbonanes, John Stem 
beck, the contributions of friendly scholars, and some recent htera 
lure on mobile homes 

1 £ E Hale to his son, aged 8 May 18 1873, in E E Hale, Jr, 
The Life and Letters of Edward Everett Hale {Boston, 1917), 
I 5 I enve this quotation to Helen C Boalfield, scholar of Amer- 
ican biography, Benjamin Franklin and the history of Yale 

3 Helen C Boatfield found me (his letter of Feb 6, 1917, from 
Arthur T Hadley to Charles B Jennings of New London, in 
the Hadley Papers, Yale Umvenity voJ 30, p 453 

3 Paul Moor, "On Honeback to Heaven Charles Is es,’ Ho/pers 
{September 1947). CXCVH 66 

4 Henry Seidel Canby The Age of Con^ence L\fe m the Nine 
ties (New York, 1M4) p 258 For i moving evocabon of the 
Amefican family of the lS90s, see his Amencan Memotr (Bos 
ton. 1947), pp 29-42 

5 Sir Edward Coke, Third Institute, p 162 

6 I am greatly indebted to Earl Hilton, professor of Engbsh at 
Northern Michigan University, foe calling my attenbon to The 
House of the Seeen Cahles, a Romance (see 1851 ed , pp 194, 
271-5) Hawthorne must tove thought a good deal about mo- 
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bility. “This life of wandering,” he wrote in French and Italian 
Travels (1872), vol. I, p. 51, “makes a three days residence in 
one place seem like home.” But in The Scarlet Letter, he. ex- 
plored the psychology of sinners who stayed to face the music. 

7. Thornton Wilder, “Toward an American Language,” The At- 
lantic (July 1952), CXC:33. 

8. This and the following quotations are from D. Kin, Dictionary 
of American Maxims, p. 237. 

&. Arthur Milliken to G.W.P., Dec. 28, 1962. 

10. “But Wesrivard, Look!,” The American Scholar (Autumn 1964), 
XXXIV:516-17. Matthews observed that “in England many 
people still stay put, and have for generations; Americans like 
to see that, although it’s a way we will never be ourselves. . . 
Almost sixty years earlier, Colton Maynard in London had noted 
the same thing: the English “represent something definite — 
lands and responsibilities, an empire in the aggregate; and our 
American bloods don’t represent anything beyond their own 
selfish desires. Besides, the grandchildren of these same English 
will be living in the same houses, talking in the same Parlia- 
ment, playing cricket at the same Lord’s; but it would puzzle 
Ezekiel to figure out where the grandchildren of twentieth cen- 
tur)' Wall Street and Riverside Drive may land.” Colton May- 
nard, Letters and Journals, ed. by his mother (Baltimore, Md., 
1914), p. 135. 

11. I am obliged to Professor Mario S. DePillis of the University of 
Massachusetts for this and other sayings. The search for that 
“rest, refuge or satisfaction” which home was supposed to pro- 
vide can lead to strange destinations, e.g., the Y.M.C.A. or 
Y.W.C.A. of past generations — or that ever-fluid refuge, the 
“commune,” in ours. 

12. The literature on the American family is too voluminous for 
citation (cf. Ernest W. Burgess and Harv'ey J. Locke, The Fam- 
ily, from Institution to Companionship [New York, I960]). But 
from the point of view of mobility one should note: the greater 
ease of moving as the extended family has shrunk to nuclear 
size; the easier escape from moral controls and community 
censures that movement makes possible; the decline of neigh- 
borliness wth commuting; the impersonality of apartment house 
liv'ing; the high rates of divorce among transients. Also the de- 
cline of parental authority — or the younger generation’s search 
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Jor quick preshge among strangers, as opposed to the budding 
of soaal respect among fnends and neighbors in a stable com 
munity With many of the immemorial functions of the family 
now taken over by schools, even younger children get out of 
the house and parents find themselves “reduced to inter insdtu 
bonal chauffeurs " (1 have drawn lUuminabon from “The Amer 
lean Family A Composite Pictured Pop Ref Bureau Popula 
tion Profile, Dec 30, 1963, Dr R Cancro, “Preservmg the 
Species," Saturday Review, March 6, 1971, Bryan Wilson, “War 
of the Generations," Daily Telegraph [London], Aug, 1964, an 
essay since incorporated in The Youth Culture and the Univer 
siltes [London, 1970] ) 

13 The New YorXer, March 9, 1963, p 150 

14 Peter Blake, on Yale Reports, May 25, 1959 

15 Andre Maurois, "Contrasfes de la Civilisation Amencaine," 
he Figaro (?), Feb (?) 1964 Maurois's figure of 10% seems 
high The phrase ' gift of Home" I have taken from Joyce Kilmer, 
The Snowmari m the 1 ard 

16 I shamelessly borrovs these and many other facts and fancies 
from the outstanding article by Virginia Held, “Home Is Where 
You Park It,” m The Reporter for Feb 18, 1960 To her analy- 
sis I have added some of Steinbeck's wiy commentaries in 
TrateU with Charley and in Saturday Evening Tost, July 2, 

1966, plus some statistics and obsetvabons from Wiley Maloney, 
“Americans Crazy far Moving,” Aushn Amencan, April 28, 

1967, Courtesy John D Gofer 

17 Douglas E Kneeland, "From Tin Can on \VheeIs' to The Mo- 
bile Home,’ The New York Times Mogozine, May 9, 1971 

18 Irvin M Horowitz, “Home Is \Vhere ^ou Park," The New 
York Times Apnl 4, 1971 

19 Maloney, Austin Amencan, April 28, 1967 

20 By Mobile Home/Eecreabonal Vehicle Dealers Wogozme (Apnl 
1971) 

21 Mohile Home Manufacturers Assoaabon Mobile Homes, 1971 

22 With the California trailer courts now “lapping up the sides 
of hills, spilling into nver beds " Stembeck predicted that new 
ways of taxation would have to be provided to cope with school 
ing and other public costs 

23 I have not mentioned houseboats, or their parks called "ma 
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rinas,” or the resulting water pollution now coming under pub- 
lic regulation. 


6. The Fifth Freedom 

My interest in the connections between movement and novelty or 
change goes back a good many years, and has survived a con- 
siderable series of interruptions and discouragements. It was first 
aroused, I think, by Tocqueville's American letters and diaries, 
which I had the good fortune to encounter in 1928, and which 
made possible my Tocqueville and Beaumont in America (1938). 
The problem of novelty then figured, somewhat marginally, in the 
series of critical essays which I wrote on Turner’s frontier theory 
in the years 1940-2. World War II, and preoccupation with the 
modem history of Yale, prevented further pursuit until the autumn 
of 1954, when the Yale Review printed my first general conspectus, 
entitled "The Moving American," A Guggenheim Fellowship to pur- 
sue this theme was then pretty well canceled out by a bad acci- 
dent, and this was followed by six years of academic administration. 
Another sabbatical saw me back on the trail, then another six years 
of quasi-adminislrative responsibilities interrupted again. Mean- 
while I had managed to attack the problem of mobility from a 
variety of angles and interpret my findings in a series of essays. 
In July 1964, the American Historical Review (LXIX:969-89) 
ventured to publish my summary view of the influence of mobility 
on our institutions and social character under the title "A Restless 
Temper . . ." The present chapter is a considerable expansion and 
deepening of the first half of that essay. 

1. Le Nouveau Monde ct I’Europe (Neuviemes Rencontres Inter- 
nationales de Geneve: Premieres Rencontres Intellectuelles de 
Sao Paulo) (Ncuchatel, 1955), p. 173 ct passim. 

2. Thornton Wilder, "Toward an American Language,” The At- 
lantic (July 1952), CXC:29 ff. 

3. H.-J. Duteil, La Grande Parade Amdricaine (Paris, 1949), 
pp. 55 ff. 

4. Philip Guedalla, The Hundred Years (London, 1936), p, 159. 

5. See Melvin J. Lasky, “A Conversation with George Kcnnan," 
Encounter (March 1960), LXXVIII:50; Lewis Mumford, The 
City in History (New York, 1961), p. 408; Peter Blake, God’s 
Own Junhjard: The Planned Deterioration of America’s Land- 
scape (New York, 1964); Ada Louise Huxtablc, The New York 
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Times Bock Rev cio, Jan 12, 1964 See also Dennis Hayes, "Can 
We Bust the Highway Trust?", Salorrfay flppieu?, June 5, 1971 

6 Jerry M Flint, "Crossroads for the Auto A Time of Chal- 
lenge," The New York Times, International Automobile Show*, 
April 4, 1971 The "sifting fn a perpetual frainc jam" is from 
Frank Donovan, Wheels for a Nation (New lotk, 1965), p 
261 Dono\an also quotes Allan Nevins (pp 155~60) "that it 
helped to change the national psychology and national manners 
and mores as well as the national economy cannot be ques 
boned No other single machine in all probability did so much 
to induce people of provincial mind to begin thinking In na- 
bona! terms, none did so much to knit together different parts 
of the country, none did more to create a sense of a freer and 
more spacious life " 

7 In V\V*s Think Small, by Charles Addams ct al (V^V publica- 
tion, 1967) Recently a delayed echo sounded in Le Monde 
(July 9, IWO), which fint spoke of "an inestimable gift of lib» 
erty," and then added "Le dcsir de possWer un moycn de 
transport pnv6 est vioJent et tris hrgemeni rhpandu " 

8 Simeon Strunsky, The thing Tradition (New York, 1039), p 

172 . 

g TT J , . f.,, t J » J. a. .. J 

Tra 

The 

Observer (London), Dec 3, 1061 

10 In 1927, in his Social Mobility (p 389), P Sorokin noted that 
"if we have In present Western society on increase in temtonal 
migration of individuab and circublion of social things and 
values, this means an increase of horizontal mobility in double 
proportion" In his 40 (Boston, 1953), George R Stewart 
called attention to what absence of arculahon can mean "A 
road has been called a ‘symbol of flow — not only of pec^le and 
things, but also of ideas Cbse the roads, and you block the 
flow of ideas Thus the Iron Curtain went down across the 
roads of Europe, and all the modem devices of printing and 
radio have not been able to compensate " 

11 In his 1890 classic. The Grototh of Cities in the Nineteenth 
Century fp 428), A F Weber declared that the migrabon to 
the city caused the substitubon of personal income taxes for 
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general properly taxes. Perhaps we should notice that income 
is a transportable property, while land is not. 

12. For my understanding of the constitufa’onal histoiy^ of human 
mobility in America, I am much indebted to Robert H. Alsdorf 
(then candidate at Yale for the LL.B. and the M.A. in history), 
“The Right to Travel in the United States, 1787-1970” — a 
paper as yet unpublished, completed in my seminar Dec. 26, 
1970. The reader may \vish to consult Freund, Sutherland, 
Howe, and Brown, Cotistittd tonal Law: Cases and Other Prob- 
lems (1961 ed.), 1:390-7. 

13. I am under obligations, as to botli legal information and cul- 
tural interpretation, to Mark V. Tushnet (then candidate at Yale 
for the LL.B. and the M.A. in history) for his as yet unpub- 
lished seminar report of Dec. 18, 1970, “The History of Laws 
Regulating Entry to and Exit from the United States.” The 
quotations that follow are from this ‘paper. For a review of 
some of the pertinent background, see Kent v. Dulles, 357 U.S. 
116 (1958). 

14. An informative and entertaining account is Trevor L. Christie, 
“The Pedigree of the Passport,” Saturday Review, March 9, 
1968. 

15. Lynd v. Rush, 389 F.2d 940 (D.C. Cir. 1967). Now it appears 
that an oath of loyalty may be required to secure a passport 
or iLs renewal from the State Department. 

16. In 1948, some fifty nations did endorse the Universal Declara- 
tion of Human Rights, which in Article XIII stated: 

1. Everyone has the right to freedom of movement and resi- 
dence within the borders of each state. 

2. Everyone has the right to leave any countiy including 
his own and return to his countrj'. 

^et in the past two decades the practices of the nations have 
hardly conformed to this declaration. Nor is there an enforcing 
power. 


7. "A Restless Temper . . .” 

I have transposed and reworked the second half of the essay orig- 
inally published, under the same title, in the July 1964 issue of the 
American Historical Review. 

1. See Ann Hightower, "French Mytlis about America,” in The 
New York Times Magazine, Feb. 27, 1949: “Take the mattress 
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9. James Pope-Hennessy, America Is an Atmosphere (London, 

1947) , p. 95. 

10. Denis de Rougemont, Vivre en Amerique (Paris, 1947), p..l81. 

11. Alphonse de Calonne, “Maisons hautes en Angleterre et en 
Amerique,” La Revue des deux mondes, 1894, XCII:859. 

12. “The United States in 1847,” A Sarmiento Anthology, trans. by 
S. E. Crummon and ed. by A. W. Bunkley (Princeton, N.J., 

1948) . See esp. pp. 209-17. 

13. Chevalier, Society, Manners, and Politics . . . , ed. by J. Wil- 
liam Ward, pp. 60, 130, 204, 270, 299. 1 am indebted to Pro- 
fessor Ward for calling my attention to these obser%’ations. 

14. See, for e.xample, Crevccoeur, Letters -from an American Farmer, 
or the colonial observers cited above in ch. 1, notes 1 and 2. 

15. G. W. Pierson, Tocqueville and Beaumont in America (New 
York, 1938), pp. 189, 192-3, 239-40, 286, 573, 579, 589-92. 
For subsequent references, see pp. 370, 399, 420, 440, 567-9, 
602. 

16. Alexis de Tocqueville, Democracy in America, ed. by Phillips 
Bradley (New York, 1945), 11:136-7. 

17. Pierson, Tocqueville and Beaumont in America, pp. 118-19. 
The Pierson translation was made from a ms. copy of the Toc- 
queville diary, transcribed and forwarded in the 1920 s by the 
local Tocqueville instituteur, Bonnel. The original text — which 
has now been established and printed by J. P. Mayer [and 
A. Jardin] in Alexis de Tocqueville, Oeuvres Completes (Paris, 
1957), V, Voyages en Sidle et aux Etats-Unis, pp. 208-9 — ■ 
shows additional paragraphing, one transposition of a sentence, 
and a few slight differences of wording; these do not produce 
any change of meaning. Cf. the new translation by George Law- 
rence in Alexis de Tocqueville, Journey to America, ed. J. P. 
Mayer (New Haven, 1960), pp. 182-3. For reasons that a 
comparison will make clear, I liave preferred to read Toeque- 
\'illes message from my own (textually defecUve) translation. 

8. Any "Laws of Migrability"? 

1. E. G. Ravenstein, “The Laws of Migration,” Journal of the 
Royal Statistical Society (June 1885), 48:167-235; and also 
The Laws of Migration,” Journal of the Royal Statistical 
Society (June 1889), 52:241-301 (see Reprints S-482, S-483 
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in BoblxsAIcmJJ repnnt senes m llte Social Sciences^ In these 
luo papers Ka\en$tcm summarized his conclusions, but not 
aI«-a)-5 in the same language or order, hence hi$ “Laws" are 
onK to I>e staled approximately. For a good analysis, see E S 
Lee. "A Tlieorj of Migration," presented at the Mississippi 
Valley Historical Association meeting, Apnl 23, 1905, and 
published in Demography, HI, 1060 A capsule recapitulation 
might be 

I Migration has many causes, but easilj the greatest is 
the desire to “lietler" oneself 

H T7k* great mafont} proceed only a short distance — and 
females predominate 

IH Long-<Iistancc migrations go to great centers of com- 
merce and induslrj’— and arc pretlommantly male 

IV. Inhabitants Immediately around towns of rapid growth 
fhod in, the gaps are Slkd h} migrants from marc re- 
mote districts, until the pull is felt n long way 

V. Hncli main curreni produces a compensating counter- 
current of feebler strength with simihr features 

VI Tlie lostTi Iwm are less migratory thin the rural bom 
VU “Vligration means fife and progress, .a seiJcntarj popu 
latton stagnation*— and migration is increasing 

Ellsssortli Himfmglon's interest in migration seems to ha\c 
come about through a rather curious progression He l>egin 
With Ins great cnstronmciilal ft)'potliesis about climate and civ- 
ilization, only to find that peoples m similar chmites aclctl quite 
djilerenlJ) ‘nns Jed Jiim to insist on character also in race or 
binship groups, a biological explanation. >cl m)Sleriously groups 
of the same blood stock in the same climate bell still acted dif- 
ferently So be was driven to recognize differences between 
moving and sedentary populations He studied the Norse set 
tiers of Iceland, the P.irsccs of India, (lie Jews, and the ruritan 
settlers of New England {the later movemenU of the Hunting 
ton famtl}, and a number of occopafional groups), and he 
emerged with file drawers sSali5\ics and s\Tong cow.vt\vJ«vs 
about the selective influence of migration His views may most 
readily be consulted in ' Migration and Human Quality (ch 
5 of Mainsprings of Chihzatlon fNcvv lork. 1945]). but see 
also Tlie Selective Action of Migration." in Zbidr Prac (Lwow 
1934 ) ; 

I had the pleasure of knovving Ellsworth Huntingto 




tion,” in The Study of Fopulation, ed. by P. Hauser and O. D. 
Duncan (Chicago, 1959). J. J. Mangalam, Human Migration: 
A Guide to Migration Literature in English, 1955-1962 (Lex- 
ington, Ky., 19^)', is useful for its abstracts and quotations, but 
dispiriting in its revelation of the intellectual and interpretive 
vacuity of the great bulk of the sociological studies of our pop- 
ulation movements. By contrast the reports in the Population 
Bulletin of the Population Reference Bureau, Inc., are not only 
informative but often pointed and revealing. 

8. Everett S. Lee, formerly of the Population Studies Center at 
the University of Pennsylvania and more recently chainnan of 
Sociology and Anthropology at the University of Massachusetts, 
has a number of significant publications to his credit, including; 
(with Benjamin Malzberg), Migration and Mental Disease, 
Soc. Sc. Research Council, 1956; “The Turner Thesis Re-exam- 
ined,” American Quarterly (Spring 1961) ; (with others) Popu- 
lation- Redistribution and Economic Growth, 1870-1950, vol. 
II (Philadelphia, 1964) ; “A Theory of Migration,” Demography, 
1966, III, no. 1, pp. 47-57; and “America: A Nation of Mi- 
grants,” Vital Issues, Center for Information on America (March 
1967), 16: no. 7. 

Coming into spatial mobility from demography and close 
study of the census schedules, with a special interest in eco- 
nomic groups and social categories — while I developed my 
liistorical interest, from a concern with Tocqueville, Turner, 
and culture transfer, toward a special curiosity about the psy- 
chology of mobility and what that psychology has meant for 
the American character — ^Lee and I have found our ideas con- 
verging, and our conclusions remarkably complementary. For 
a full appreciation of Lee’s contributions, the reader should 
consult his Turner and Vital Issues articles and especially “A 
Theory of Migration.” Yet perhaps, for purposes of comparison 
and accreditation, a condensed summary of the theory \vill be 
useful here. 

Lee defines migration as “a permanent or semi-permanent 
change of residence” (thus excluding nomads, migratory work- 
ers, and vacationers). The factors in the decision to migrate 
are associated with the points of origin or of desHnation, the 
intervening obstacles,’ and personal factors. Some elements 
are attractive, some repellent, on the average, to identifiable 
classes or groups; but individuals escape certain prediction; 
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“there is always an element o£ ignorance or even mystery about 
the area of destination’', it is the perception of the pluses and 
minuses that overcomes or reinforces the natural inertia, "the 
decision to migrate, therefore, is never completely rational’, 
and there wll be many exceptions because of transient emo- 
tions, mental disorder, and accidents There will also be times 
or ages when bonds are slackened suddenly — such as gradua 
tion, the first job, marriage, etc —Kir sudden openings that over 
come the negali\ e prospects 

From these generalixations Lee proceeds to a senes of hy- 
potheses on the volume of migration The volume will vary with 
the degree of diversity of the area of destination, and the diver- 
sity of the people involved, it will depend on the difficulty of 
the intervening obstacles, the expanding or contracting econ 
omy, and the progressiveness of the country, unless checks 
are imposed, both volume and rate will tend to increase 

Next, Lee develops one of Ravenstem’s insights, the idea that 
migration proceeds m a well defined stream, and generates a 
counter stream— the efficiency of the migration (or net redis- 
tribution) being high if the major motives were dissatisfactions 
at home or if the intervening obstacles are great or if the econ- 
omy IS prosperous, low m depression, or if the points of origin 
end destination are similar 

Migrants, Lee states, “are not a random sample of the popu 
lation at ongm," but are selected because of diHering responses 
The selection will tend to be positive (for high quality) if the 
movers are responding to plus factors at the destination, nega- 
tive (for low quality or failures) if to minus factors at origin, 
perhaps nonselective if the minus factors are 'overwhelming' 
Taking all migrants together, selection tends to be bimodal, 
“that fs, if their charactenstics arc plotted along a continuum 
ranging from poor to excellent, we often get a J shaped or U 
shaped curve ’ Intervening difficulties and distance increase the 
positive selection, whereas the less able lend simply to mill 
around in a restneted area To which Lee adds an unexpected 
and challenging observation. Since migrants lend to have taken 
on already some of the characteristics of the population at des 
Imation, they will tend to be intermediate between the two 
populations, and may lower the quahty of populahon, in terms 
of some characteristic, at both origin and destination (as, for 
example, in fertility or in education) 

In Lee’s other publications may be found further observa 
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lions on ihe age-sex-occupation-education characteristics of mi- 
grants, on higher rates of mental illness, on other-directedness 
and pragmatism, gregariousness and superficiality, carelessness 
of surroundings, and change for change’s sake. Among the 
social consequences will be the breakdown of the large family 
and of hereditary elites, the substitution of laws for customs, 
and the stimulation of nationalism (the convergence of Lee and 
Pierson is often worth remarking). 

9. This three-part classification has been found useful by many 
analysts, though the precise titles may vaiy and the journey 
may be subordinated to the concept of “intervening obstacles’’ 
(cf. Lee). 

10. I borrow emphasis and phrasing from William Carlson Smith’s 
most useful Americans in ihe Making: The Natural History of 
the Assimilation of Immigrants (New York, 1939). For Wilder, 
.see his Atlantic article. 

11. Thisllethwaite, Migration from Europe Overseas . , . , p. 56; 
and The Great Experiment, pp. 106, 224, et passim. 

12. Thistlethwaite, Migration from Europe Overseas . . . ; Mum- 
ford, The Golden Day, p. 11, I owe no inconsiderable debt to 
tlic first two, seminal chapters of Mumford’s classic. 

13. Tliis range of questions was originally suggested to me by Ells- 
woj th Huntington. 

14. Huntington talked to me also about counter-selection by social 
events, e.g., the sudden drift of bums to Boston in the hope of 
loot during the police strike. 

15. This idea has been disputed. And of course there must be vary- 
ing susceptibilities, depending on the mental or psychological 
disturbance. But on the basic proposition I believe investiga- 
tion will ultimately support Everett S. Lee. 

16. Huntington told me that temperament was more important than 
education in promoting mobility. 

17. For emphasis on the transfer points I am indebted to Lee, for 
distinction of occupation and distance and timing originally to 
Huntington. 

18. Hobbs, op. cit. 

19. Cf, Lee on volume, and on the intermediate character of the 
transfer population, with its averaging down of quality levels 
at both origin and destination (see above, note 8). 
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9. “Move E-ffects”? 

1. In this chapter I take into consideration not all the effects of 
migration but some of the more inescapable consequences, first 
for the home country or community of origin, and next for the 
receiving country or society at destination. This leaves the im- 
pact of movement on the movers themselves for examination 
in the following chapter. But also, as the discerning reader will 
come to realize, it relegates the middle passage — or the effects 
of migration traflSc on the pathways of movement — to a brief 
comment (see below, note 6). And it omits almost altogether 
the tremendously important prospects for cultural diffusion. 

This omission is regrettable but, as it seems to me, unavoid- 
able. For the subject of culture contacts is too vast, too intri- 
cate, and too unexplored. It is true that certain anthropologists, 
from the days of Clarke Wissler and even earlier, became in- 
terested in the cultural as well as the demographic implications 
of diffusion for primitive or prehistoric man — and so initiated, 
a good half century ago, a discussion of culture centers and 
provinces, of culture carriers, of culture spread and modifica- 
tion, of culture contacts, repulsions, adjustments, assimilations, 
and survivals. Yet these pioneer efforts seem never to have been 
carried to fulfillment. And the cues they offered to historians, 
in command of a far fuller documentary evidence, failed to 
elicit any laws or schemes of probability. In a crude way no 
historian, dealing with a society’s past or its neighborly rela- 
tions, can avoid commenting, intentionally or unintentionally, 
on the spread of trade and of men and ideas. I have myself 
for many years tried deliberately to teach a course on the for- 
eign contacts of American culture, and so could venture, from 
the American experience, some quasi-educated hypotheses for 
consideration. But that would have to be another book^ So my 
cultural commentarj' in the second half of this chapter will be 
confined to some of the most obvious gross effects of our im- 
migration and mobility. 

2. Franklin D. Scott, in his ‘The Study of the Effects of Emigra- 
tion,” in Scandinavian Economic History Beview ([I960], vol. 
VIII, no. 2, pp. 161—74), asks some important questions about 
the relation of emigration to social change, and suggests some 
of the probable ans\vers- 

3. So the estem frontier of the United States helped keep the 
East an open society, in part through the actual exploitation 
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mized. Exposure was once one of the most powerful ingredients 
of the experience. No longer. We travel, strapped in, in glass 
and steel capsules, down steel or concrete grooves. Excitement? 
Even round-the-world flying takes place in standard containers. 
And much of the excitement has been drained off. Instead, the 
transportation systems have taken to substituting a set of com- 
monplace and boring exjierienccs: the car radio, the in-flight 
movie, etc. And Daniel Boorstin can claim that travel has been 
reduced to “pseudo-c\'ents.” 

A third long-range (rend, and unmistakable, has been the 
clustering of production and sales and serv'ices and other busi- 
nesses not only at the end but all along the arteries of transpor- 
tation. A part of this was natural: the arteries were made for 
the exchange of goods. But a part was parasitical: the business- 
man came to feed on the traveler, immcdiatcl}' or by suggestion. 
Hence the roadside stands, shopping centers, and billboard in- 
dustry. Indeed, (he businesses of all sorts conducted along and 
with the traffic finally so impede that traffic — and the old artery 
becomes so clogged — that a new turnpike or interstate e.vpress- 
way has to be carved out of the countryside. Perhaps the park- 
v'ays, restricted to passenger vehicles only, will testify not only 
to the seriousness of the arterial .sclerosis but to the importance 
of (he traveler in contemporary society? In any case, mobile 
societies .seem ever to be adding new roads to old, and not just 
because the traffic has grown but because the old roads have 
become too encrusted with busine.sses trying to feed on the 
mobility. (How long will it be before satellite advertisements are 
sent into orbit to greet us air travelers at 35,000 feet? We have 
already planted a flag and a golf ball on the moon.) 

Perhaps a fourth line of thought is more intriguing: Can one 
not describe a society by its roads, and its road signs? 

10. And What Happens to Those Who Go? 

This chapter, which analyzes the implications of the Fourth and 
Second Laws of Migration, is a summarj' of what, over a good many 
years of teaching, reading, and reflection, I think I have learned or 
can believe about the effects that movement is likely to liave for the 
movers themselves and for their "household po.sse.ssions.’' 

1. This is a difficult and delicate point, and for several reasons. 
On the one hand, cultural historians will justifiably argue tliat 
toleration must have been already endemic in any parent soci- 
eW that would allow or cencrate such a diversity of enterprise 
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and competitive settJement in Ihc fint place On the other hand, 
geographers and environmental historians wll be inclined to 
give much of the credit to the lay of the land In terms of com- 
parative gco^aphy, the Spanish monarchs seem to have com 
manded Neiv Spam through the single port of entry at Vera 
Cniz, the annual treasure 6eet$, and the prohibition of any 
commerce with outsiders — ^fust as the longs of France ruled far- 
flung New France very conveniently through gamson towns 
commanding the great St l^wrence entry to the continent 
WTiereas on the fong indented Atlanbc coastline between these 
two secure points of control, a man could go ashore almost 
anywhere 

Was It therefore geographic opportunity or the multiplicity 
and competitive character of pmate enterprise in old England 
or the quasi social, quasi psychological factor of mobility that 
generate the gradual but notable increase of toleration in (he 
EngUsh settlements® The answer, I think, « all three I^t us 
envisage some speculative aUematives Had the land clasros 
been transposed, would their Spanoh mJieslies— backed by 
their feudal bureaucracy and abetted on every hand by the 
autocratic and aO seeing Cathobc Establishment'— have allowed 
so many colonists and colonies in North America® Not if they 
could Ime helped it But in (he tong run could they have pre 
vented® Once again how many garrisons would Jyjuis XIV 
have needed to hold the mer mouths and great bays and snug 
harbors all the way from Poitsmoorh to Sl Augustine® One 
comes back to the thought that in fact both Spam and France 
tned to discourage free movement, along with other kinds of 
freedom and toleration but these very discouragements proved 
long range handicaps to their empires, since they meant far 
fewer men and far less enterprue and vanety and strength 
Meanwhile, and even despite the juguUr controls, it was notice 
able that the Atlantic duUnces and the opportinities cf the 
New World mtenof brought evasion and evident corrosw-i 
authority to the royal dependencies 
2 I have not seen this point made quite adequately, but And-e 
Maurois came close and John Stembeck had hold of ic*",e cf 
the elements. In “Contrastes de la Crviliiation Amencame fLe 
Ftgaro(?),Feb (®I 19641, Maurois re-iarked on the abio^ut^m 
and extremism and rebenKWsnos of Amencam T/Aeyn c a m 
volt tout en noir et blanc En politique mternatiocale, 2 cheTie/ 



mized. Exposure was once one of the most powerful ingredients 
of the experience. No longer. We travel, strapped in, in glass 
and steel capsules, down steel or concrete grooves. Excitement? 
Even round-the-world flying takes place in standard containers. 
And much of the excitement has been drained off. Instead, the 
transportation systems have taken to substituting a set of com- 
monplace and boring experiences: the car radio, the in-flight 
movie, etc. And Daniel Boorstin can claim that travel has been 
reduced to "pseudo-events.” 

A third long-range trend, and unmistakable, has been the 
clustering of production and sales and services and other busi- 
nesses not only at the end but all along the arteries of transpor- 
tation. A part of this was natural: the arteries were made for 
the exchange of goods. But a part was parasitical: the business- 
man came to feed on the traveler, immediately or by suggestion. 
Hence the roadside stands, shopping centers, and billboard in- 
dustry. Indeed, the businesses of all sorts conducted along and 
with the traffic finally so impede that traffic — and the old artery 
becomes so clogged — that a new turnpike or interstate express- 
way has to be carved out of the countryside. Perhaps the park- 
ways, restricted to passenger vehicles only, will testify not only 
to the seriousness of the arterial sclerosis but to the importance 
of the traveler in contemporary society? In any case, mobile 
societies seem ever to be adding new roads to old, and not just 
because the traffic has grown but because the old roads have 
become too encrusted with businesses trying to feed on the 
mobility. (How long will it be before satellite advertisements are 
sent into orbit to greet us air travelers at 35,000 feet? We have 
already planted a flag and a golf ball on the moon.) 

Perhaps a fourth line of thought is more intriguing: Can one 
not describe a society by its roads, and its road signs? 

10. And What Happens to Those Who Go? 

This chapter, which analyzes the implications of the Fourth and 
Second Laws of Migration, is a summary of what, over a good many 
years of teaching, reading, and reflection, I think I have learned or 
can believe about the effects tliat movement is likely to have for the 
movers themselves and for their "household possessions.” 

1. This is a difficult and delicate point, and for several reasons. 
On the one hand, cultural historians will justifiably argue that 
toleration must have been already endemic in any parent soci- 
ety that would allov/ or generate sucli a diversity of enterprise 
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des heros ct des traitres. Or, le plys souvent, il n’a devant lui 
que de pauvres hommes mfiles de fautes et de vertus. Le gout 
de I’Anglais pour le compromis parait souvent lachete ou cyni- 
cisme a I’Americain, cependanl que I'intransigeance morale de 
I’Am^ricain inquiete et cheque I’Anglais. Ce gout americain des 
solutions extremes est d’ailleurs assez facile a comprendre. Qui 
a fait la civilisation americaine? Des Europeens venus vers ce 
continent nouveau justement parce qu’ils voulaient une solution 
extreme. Ils etaient partis parce qu’ils ne pouvaient supporter 
certains formes de tyrannic, parce qu’ils etaient des rebelles. 
Et rebelles ils sont restes.” 

In bis piece on "America and the Americans" in the Saturday 
Evening Post (July 2, 1966), Steinbeck focused rather on our 
extremism, our lack of restraint: "For the most part we are an 
intemperate people; we eat too much when we can, drink too 
much, indulge our senses too much. Even in our so-called vir- 
tues we arc intemperate; a teetotaler is not content not to drink 
— he must stop all the drinking in the world; a vegetarian 
among us would outlaw the eating of meat. We work too hard, 
and many die under the strain; and then to make up for that 
we play with a violence just as suicidal.’’ 

If I seem to be substituting mobility for sex urges or parental 
fixations as the cause of at least some of the anxieties all about 
us, I hope I may be forgiven. Surely good sense will suggest 
that not all the ills and insecurities afflicting our rudderless 
generation should be blamed on a biological urge which has 
always been there, or on parents who used to be far more pow- 
erful for good or evil than they now are. Obviously, this is an 
oversimplification: I do not mean to caricature all modern psy- 
chiatry'. But whether our soul doctors understand motion sick- 
ness remains a fair question. 

1. Not all the Puritans, obviously. Witness the Puritans who mi- 
grated to the sugar islands of the West Indies. Yet their very 
choice of destination and company suggests that perhaps a 
Puritan devotion had not been the first and commanding reason 
for their moving? Or else they had not been able to pass on 
their vision; so their sons (like the de.scendanls of the early 
Yankee missionaries in Hawaii) became sugar missionaries in- 
stead? ^ 



The M Factor in Amcrtcan Utstory 

11 The M Factor m American History 
Tlic challenge to summanze the influence of movement on the 
Amcncan Character, and to analyze mobility’s s^’stematic promotion 
of change, first presented itself in August 1057 when the American 
Studies Association held a joint session v itli the Amencan Sodoingi 
cal Society m Washington on “Migration as a Force m American 
Civilization,’ with papers by Everett S Lee and C W Pierson and 
comments by Rupert B Vance A meeting of the New England 
American Studies Association at Drown University just a few weeks 
later provided a second chance to argue the question of an ''Amen 
can Character," and his relation to *The Moving Amencan " 

Tlie next opportunity came in late June of 1961 when, by mvita 
tion, twelve professors from New Haven under the leadership of 
Ha)o llolbom gave an "Amencan Week" at the University of Mu 
nich— w.th some thirty five sessions on the history, law, literature, 
art, philosophy, ps)choIogv, and economy of the Amencan people 
Under lh»* title Amcrikantsche Celchrientcochc, and with a foreword 
by Rcktor Julius Speer, a number of our addresses (including "The 
Migratory American') were printed by Ludwig Maximilian Umver 
sitat m 1962 The same year saw the reproduction of my paper— 
with Some slight textual amendments but now under the title, 'The 
M Factor m American History — m the Amencan Quarterly (sum 
mer supplement 1962), XIV 275-9 (Bobbs McrTill rcpnnt H*314) 

1 am indebted to Hennig Cohen for cnticism and encouragement 
and to the Trustees of the Umvcnity of Pennsylv ania for permission 
to reproduce considerable parts of that rev ised essay and w ork them 
into the closing argument of this liook 

1 Turner, The Frontier m American History, p 37 Sec also pp 
3—1 ct passfm • 

2 *1116 "frontier dispute generated a voluminous pcnodical litera- 
ture, which deserves analysis and appraisal hut which has Iwcn 
too variegated and complex for examination here Suffice it to 
suggest that m the long run most of the defenses of the Turner 
h)pothcsis, or attempts at rehabilitation, will be found to be 
cillier emotional defenses of a beloved individual and his myth, 
or illustrations of small fragmented and quite inadequate seg 
ments of his hj-pothesis presented os if such had been the 
kernel or ev en the whole of Turner s thought The frontier as 
romantic memory and as mystique will survive But the grand 
frontier hypothesis of renovation and Amcncamzation, os ongi 
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Notes 


nally presented in Turner’s essays, can hardly be resuscitated 
and made to stand. 

3. Cf. Mumford’s declaration (The Golden Day, p. 74), that “the 
Protestant, the inventor, the politician, the explorer, the restless 
delocalized man — all these types appeared in Europe before 
they rallied together to form the composite American." See also 
M. L. Hansen’s insistence that “Mass migration was the result 
of the breakup of something old and it was the preliminary of 
something new. It was a sign of change and it hastened change.” 
The Immigrant in American History (Cambridge, Mass., 1948), 
p. 13. 

4. From “Fast Freight” as rendered by the Kingston Trio in the 
late 1950’s. 

5. The alliance between movement and hope has been recognized 
by many. “The faith in the potentialities of Moving On springs 
from the optimism which is such an attractive and humanistic 
attribute of the American character, and nourishes the sense of 
liberty which Americans undoubtedly feel. Like the hope of 
heaven, it makes the shortcomings of the here and now endur- 
able. . . .” Frayn, “Frayn in America, On the Road.” Or again, 
“In a world of changing opportunities, the ability to move at 
will offers greater security to many persons than the most fa- 
vored location." C. T. Little, The Restless Americans (New 
York, 1940), p. 32. 

0. See George Santayana, “A Glimpse of Yale,” Harvard Monthly 
(December 1892), XV: 89-97. 

7. Independently, and perhaps earlier, Frank Thistlcthwaite 
reached the same conclusion. I would again refer the reader 
to the many perceptions in his The Great Experiment. And I 
again recommend Everett S. Lee’s 1957 American Studies 
paper, as later printed under the title “The Turner Thesis Re- 
examined,” Amcr/cfln Quarterly (Spring 1961). 
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